TURNERS-HAEL, 
X bf - HE ot 
he Twenty Firſt Day of 4pril 1698. 

Jiving exact Account of the Proofs bronghe by| | 
- |} George: REith, out of 'the Quakers Printed Books,. at} | 
1 *he fame Meeting, in full and large Quotations, op- 
| | poſing Fonr great Fundamental Doctrines of che Chri- 
+fj 1tian Faith, as they were read by G. Keith out of his 
-1 Manuſcript, and examined by fome- Mmiſters: of the 
14 Church of England there preſent, who compared each. 
- Quotation, with the Quakers Printed Books laid open 
4 | before them. <. x. | 
[ith Various Notes ' and Obſervations by -G. K. on ſeveral 
7" Paſſages z and _ ſome Additions ' of other Profs not then 
1 read. And the Atteſtatin given by the ſaid Miniſters > 


» 
= 


_ my 


14. reſ; petding the Proofs. 

It | — ALSO ; 

a1: Pens's Letter to George Keith, ſent by the Quakers. to bs read 
- PE . at the ſaid Meeting, and which. was read, and George Keith's 
-+FwLetter in Anſwer to the fame 3-and a Poltlcript to the Readers. 
=] | &Likewife a Letter of G. K, to George Whitehead 1n antfwer to his. 


By GEORGE KEITH. 
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The Atteſtation given by fome Mini- Fr 
fters of the Church of England; 
reſpecting the Proofs. | 


JI FT E whoſe Names are hereunto: Subſcribed, with 
V "'Wagthe conſent of the Lord Biſhop of London, 
upon Mr K2#$s earneſt Requeſt, were preſent. at Tur- 
ners-Hall, Age! 21. 1698, to hear the Quotations made 
by Mr. Rf, out of ſome of the Principal Quakers 
Books, there produced by him. We then examin'd the 
faid Quotations, and found them exactly agreeing 
with the Books. We have alfo ſince compar'd a Print- 
ed Copy of the Papers he then Read, and found the 
fame Agreement there, excepting only. ſome little Mi- 
ſtakes of the Printer, moſt of which however we Cor- 
rected, and have causd to be put amongſt - the Errata. 
We are very ſorry to find ſuch manifeſt Proofs, that 
thoſe Quakers, * whoke Words he hath Recited, have 
caught ſuch Doctrins as he hath charged them with; 
and do heartily pray for ſuch of them as are {till living , 
that God would open their Eyes, and give them Repentance to. 
the acknowledging of the Truth, as it is in Jeſus. 

At the fame time we cannot bur with great Com- 
paſhon reflect upon the Condition of many Ignorant, 
and we hope well meaning People, who have been 
miſlead by them: And although we pretend to give 


( 


NO f f Judgment i in this Caſe, than what” ny or: 
_ Cbri fie. may lawfully do ; yet we chink our ſclyes obli- 
ged, upon this Occaſion to warn others, eſpecially thoſe _ 

- Uiphle our particular Care, to beware of. all. ſuch: 'T, each-". 


ers, as take not the Holy Scriptures for | the Rule, of: their 
Faith and Doftrin. © Gy 


May 28, 1698. 


Lilly Butler, 
| Samuel Bradfa 
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T, he Four Fundamental Dottrins of the chriſt Faith Oppo ſed, &. 

| H E: 9 Me Fundamental Dottrinsof the Chriſtian Faith oppoſed and 
**-denyed by the Quakers, whoſe Names hereafter follow, with the 
Proofs Quored out of their Books,. -as; they were read by George 
Keith our of his Manuſcript, at a Meeting at Twrners-Hall, on the 
Twenty firſt Day of the Month, called April, 1698, and Examined by ſome 
Miniſters of of the. Church of England, who.were there preſenc at his deſire, .to 


> 


make an ation.of; the Truth and Fidelity of his Quorations, by compa- 
ring the. Pa read by. him. on.cach of the four Heads, with the Printed 
Books of thr $laid open before them, with Directions to the partis 
cular Pagesof. the ſeveral Books reſpecting each Head: ae Ing 
The firſt He poſed by . them. 
That it is neEWary to. our Salyation for us to have Faith in Chriſt, , as he 


outwardly Suffered Death at Zernſalem, Roſe and Aſcended into Heayen,, and 
is in Heaven without us in-the.-true Nature of Man ; having the true Soul and 
Body: of Man now in Heaven, .even the ſame in Subſtance he had « on Earth ; 
which Soul and Body of Chriſt as Manare Created. ER | oY 
. ;}The Second. Head Oppoſed by them. 
That we are Juſtified and SanCtified by the Blood of Chriſt ovary Shed. 
The third Head, Oppoſed by them. 
--That there is a Reſurrection of the Body that Dyeth, 
. The fourth Head, Oppoſed by them. | 
' That Chriſt is co come without us in his Glorified Body ; even the ſame that 
. Suffered Death for.our Sins,. to Judge the Quick and the Dead. 


T he Proofs (out of thetr Books) of their Oppoſmg the firſt Head. 


I. George Whitehead, in his Rook, called,. The Light and Life of Chriſt within, 
Printed at London, 1668, page 38. Brings i in William Burnet, a Baptiit Teach- 
er, ſaying, Bapt. Now the Quakers would be ſo far trom directivg Men to 

o tothe Material Temple, that they make it but a Vain Thing to look to Fers- 
| = oo to the Antitype of that Temple, viz. To Jeſus Chriſt as he was there 

Crucified, or to that Blood that was there Shed for Juſtification, 

Anſ. The Quakers ſee no need of direting Men to the Type for the Anti- 
type, viz. neither to. the outward Temple, nor yet to * Note: DE: im bis 
feruſalem, either * to eſus Chriſt or his Blood ; knowing Truth Defended, Saith, 
that: neither the Righteouſneſs of Faith, nor the word of i: ſhould haue been Þrint- 
it doth ſo dire, Rom. x0. And is it the Baptis Doctrin y -_ Sa raping 
ro direct Men to the Material Temple and 7ernſalem, 55: ond 
the Type for the Antitype? What Non -ſenfe and Darknei is this! And 

B 9 where 


2 ; The Four Fundamental Doftrins 


where doth the Scriptures ſay, the Blood was there Shed for Tuftification, and 
that Men muſtbedirefted to? 
in Being, p. 40. - 

It. Again, in. p..6z of the fame Book,. in dppoi 
But mark how one while, W. B. makes that Bl | 
F there be wrongs W. BY: it, hist Jultifier, Redeemer, Gs; [which he Has con 


ion.co W.B, . he faith. 


Wards and Senſe ; he ba- Ted's notin Being, Another while People muſt ſcektheir 


ving ſaid we are Fuſtified - Saviotir above the Clouds and Eirmament, Þ. 33.:con- 
ane Redeemed ty the trary to the | Righteouſneſs of- Faich, Kew. 20: 6, 
Another while they muſt look to Ferwſalens for Juſtifica- 

* Abre, Here againis to © tion, *tothe Blood:thae was there Shed, Pe. 24. contra- 


the Blood; not for. ry to Det. 30, T3, 14; and' Row. tomy And if Men 
"+ Here 54 appears that (ould look to Feruſaleis for vbar { Blood: (not there to 
G. W/did le to and for. be found. foritis not in'Being, ſays WEE; What Confu- 
in the ſame Senſe. ſion, whata Labyrinth and Uncertainty ihe in? © 


LIT. Again, Inp. 8 of the ſame Book, he faith, W.”B. telighf looking to 7e- 
raſatews to Jeſus Chriſt, as he was there Crucified z ' or ro thi® Blood that was 
there Shed', [a Contradiftion] That ©Chrift chat" 'Reftorech Man's Lo's, 
is both to be fought and found in Heaver}; but-' in \Contradidtion” toi both 

OE to Teil Tn, -  Þ-'21; He faith'the'Reccption of 


* Here for Illuſtration, 1 ſhall quote the; Paſſage ». che” Sperit, the / *" only 'means 


G.W. to in W. B's Book, called, Capital Prin- | + . mea 
ciples, WE But further (ſaith W. B.) the Reteption © —— the Gift-of (Chriſt to 


of the Spirit is ſo far from acquitting of # Man frm | 1g, and his being Revealed inus / 


his Obedience to, and walking by the Scriprures ; that tv hg Soirie, 
it is the only means to put @ Man into 4 capacity fer, ap a G. Wil anther 


ive him Right to Obedience. Note, here he makes * "+ vr Pink Pig 1 
rf. frye and found in Heaven ; and his being Book of his, called, T#4th Defen- 


Revealed in us by his Spirit, a ContradiCtion ; and ding the Daakers and their Proin- 
Seeing this laſt according to G. W. is true, the former | (;oh,, "prized at Londen; 659. * 


in his Senſe muſt be falſe. _bringethin C.Wade, ſaying. p.65. 
C. Wade affirmeth that our bleſſed Saviour doth inſtruct Men to lay faſt hold: of, 
and to abide in ſuch a Faith which confideth in himſelf, being without Men. 
G.W. replyerh. ſ. That's contrary to the Apoſtles Dodtrin, who Preached 
the Word of Faith that was in their Hearts; and the Saints Faith flood in the 
* which was in them. 
6 a Sj ATTY: V. Ati in the fame Book, in Anſwer 
* Nate, he makes it inconſiſtent,t19a to T, Smiths Queſtion, p. 23. Q.43. When 
ry gn FS on _—_ ; Gus you tell us thar ye have Fairk Chris, 
them ; both whith do ſo well agrze, that do you mean Chri# whoſe Perſon is now 
they are inſep#rable, and the Faith is «ne Aﬀcended into Heaven above the Clouds ? 
whereby. they do bot h. or do you meanonly a' Chri# within you 2 
G. W. replyeth, 4»{. Here thou wouldft make two Chrifts, a Chrift whoſe 
+ Nothing was inſinuated in the Query Perſon is above the Clouds, and a Chris 
of: two Chriits ; 6: in G. W.'s Senſe, within. But how proveſt thou-+ two ſuch 
Chriſt's Perſon ' aſcended into Heaven a* Chrifts? We have Faith in that Chrif# that 
@ deſcended 


eraſalem tot? Whereas that Blood Shed is not 


lood, and the Shedding of 


- 


of the Chriftiew Faith Oppas'd, &c. E 
deſcended from the Father, [who is thefame - ;,c 54; and Chrilt witkix was 
thact-aſcended far above all Heavens, . that ws why 3 #nd ſeeing 4 onyx" | 
he might fitl all things; and this Chri# we 9 Chriſt, be i nor s Perjen without us 
witnels if us; who is notdivideds: 7 7 Heaven, in his Senſe. 
- VL Again, G. Whitchead in another Book of his call'd Chriff Aſcended abow 
the Clouds. -— His Divinity, Light if. Man vindicated, from. the Clendy; Er- 
roueons, Heretical, and Blaſphemons Conceitr of . John Newman, .«nd, his Bre- 
threng inp. 24. brings f. N.faying, By denying any perſonal Being of Chriſt, 
without all Men, art the right hand of God, but only a feigned Chriſt within 
them, then remiffion of Sins muſt dye, and Faith alſo, for want of the Ob- 
je Chrifb. 6G. W. replyeth. 

 Anſw. This. manner of excluding God's right Hand, and Chri# to a Li- 
mitation ot is People in a perſonal Being (which are no Scripture Terms) 
ſtill implies xo be a perſonal God or Chr:#5, like the Aut opomorphits 
and Mnggletonians Gonceit of him : For, the true Faith and its Object 
are inſeparable, See 2 Cor. x3. 5. So that their knowledge and proof of their 
being in the Faith was their knowledge of Feſws Chri#t in them, as their Four- 


dation, &o.' And this was not a * feigned 
Chriſt. _ And in him-the remiſſion of Sins is 
known' to them ''that are .in: the: Faith, 
Paxl was ſent to'turn_the Gentiles from 
Darkneſs to the Light, and from the Pow- 
er of Satan to God, that they might re- 
ceive the remiſſion of. Sins, and. an Inheri- 
tance among them that are 4-'Sanctified : 
And this was the Light of Chri#t within. And 


the Righteouſneſs of Faith-ſpeaketh on this 


wiſe, fay not 'in-thy heart :(quoring Roms. 
To, Dent. 30. 14.) Mark '(faith he) 
the Righteouſneſs of Faith doth not ſhut 
Chrift the Word (or * Object of Faith) out 
of the Hearts of true Believers, but the 
Word of Faith is nigh, even in the Hearr, 
&c;' And we know the Power of God arid 
erue- Remiſſion thereby is inwardly: felt 
by all the Children of the Light; and that 
living Faith that ſtands in the Power and 
Word of Ged +4 within ſhall not dye, nor 
be void, nor miſs of its Bleſſed End, which 
is Salyation. | 

.- VIL., Next Iet us hear Willaw Bail, 
who. was.a great Preacher among the Qua- 
kers, whoſe.Books they have Re-printed 


in a,ColleQion, Page 600, of the SueRion, he faith, The Apoſtle Preach- 
F » > 2 1 


* If he be only a Chriſt within, and 
not having on perſonal Being without Mez 
it is a feigned Chriſt. . J. N. did'nt 
Chriſt within a feigned Chriſt, but « 
Chriſt only within, which is the plain 
fate of the Controverſie betwixt G. W. 


him. 


+ Note, he leaves out the words. after 
Sanfsjfied, --- Through Faith that js in 
me, A#s 26. 18. Which Me was Jeſus of 
Nazareth, A&#s 22. 7, 8. And this was 
the Glori fied Man, Jeſas without Men, ani 
not the Light only within Men. "22 


* Nor doth it exclude or ſhut out the May 
Chriſt, in Heaven without us, from being 
the Obje#t of Faith, but propoſeth him to 
7 as the great Objef of our Faith, even 
him who ayed and roſe again, Rom. 10. 
6G, Ty 8, 9. | 2 - «WR 

f Hey? note, he makes the Objett of 


Faith to be only within Men, and will nos 
own any Chriſt without Men ; who dyed 


for our Sins, roſe and aſcended, &c. to 


be the Obj-& of Faith; for, as before ts 
proved, to confide in Chriſt,(he thinks) 
without Men 7s. contrary to the Apoſtles 
Do#rine, Rom.-10% © | 


a 


ed 


cd: 
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The Fidr Fuwdunwental Diftrins 


 Clsſt;- the Word, nigh in the Heart; - and in the Mouth, and the m< 


grafted Word is able to ſaye the Soul; ſohe did not Preach a viſible Chri#, 


- with Fleſh and Bones as you'do. —— And Pasl.Preached: Ged that made 


the World, that was not far from every ane-of us; the inviſible God, : but 


you Preach'a vifible Man, wich Fleſh;- and Bones, at a'grear- diſtance from 


« ſame Reaſon) as a Perſon without them, But Chri 


all-Pe Io, above, 'where-the Sun, {Moon, abd Stars-are.;. - (LS. 
. "YH L-: in," the fame W: Baily P. $08, And {© tie taught thera.to 
Bid TOMS 7 n p: \ -*' .:Prayy Osr Father, &c. Not- to 


| he WIR if they are not to pray to-him, as a Perſon' look: at; his Perſon,: and ta Pray 
without them, they are not to believe in him (by he -to him as a'* Perſon without 
ther bid- 


1 - , A re. . [i e- \ 
| » all Men and Things, but as made Fleſb, and ha- blk +. | "PITS 
ing token the true Nature of Man into a Perſonal Uniow \ ©; (IN, The ' farngQPottrin hath 
therewith,” \ and repleniſbing the ſame with the Fulneſs of, - - Williams Shewen,—o great Note 


the: Godhead, and with all Fulneſs of Grace | and Truth, 
is-the Obje& of the Chriſtian Worſbip, together with the 
Spirit principally Dwelling and Re- 


Father, . and the Holy 
fiding in him. 


among the Qua rers for his Books 
(who. is but lately Deceaſed, ) 
; In a'Book. of lis; called, 4. ſmelt 


: Treatiſe;coneerning exitThoughts 


he faith, p- 37. Not to Jef the Son: of Abraham, :Devid, and Mary, Saint, 


:or:: Angel, bur to. God the Father 


"4 Nite, This Jeſus Chriſt, &vc. | of 
be'the Light within, and not } eſus the 
Son of Abraham, in his ſeuſe. 


yerfions of Scripture, I think fit rhat you hear-ic; ©: 
Now {faith he) when the true Chriſtian! hath- Tra 


| AHF Word h ip 
given, through: Feſw +: Chriſt, 8c... 


ip, Honour and Glory is to be 


"And in: the'end of this Page 37.:top. 39: 
he hath a ftrange ſfort., of Doctrin, which 
for the ſtrangeneſs of it, and the groſs Per- 


_ 


elled through Mulripli- 


city into Unity, through the various Diſpenſations,: Operations, and. Work- 
ings. of the Spirit_of God, before the- Law; + under-the:Law, through. the 
Law, 'to the Prophets, and to the Miniſtration: of Jobn, and ſo-to fur, the 


* Whether this Manger, Croſs, Grave 
be the outward that was in Judea; if yea, 
how doth this agree with G. W.'s ſaying, 
the Quakers ſee no need. to dirett to Jeſus 
Chriſt 2s he Suffered at Jeruſalem ? If 
not without, but within, then how is Chziſt, 
after he is born within, laid in the Man- 
ger, and after thas Slain, Crucified, Bu- 
ried? Ir it net abominable, that Chriſt 


. muſt (after he is Born in every Saint) be 


Slain, Crucified, Buried, then Riſe and 
Aſcend? This is plain Ranteriſm; for it 
makes all the Saints . ( ſome at leaſt after 
they are Saints) to be.under a neceſſity of 
Zim ares ani Infidels, like the 
Jews, fo 

led him outwardly.  Waful e 
ferted and taught bere by 

a 


tence aſ- 
. Shewen. 


11 Chriſt inwardly as they kil-. 


Son of Abrabam, David, and ary, and 
hath followed him from the * Manger to 
the Croſs, and from; thence to the Grave, 
and know a being Dead and Buried with 
him, and a Rifing with'himz and not only 
ſeeking thoſe things that are above, but 
hath' found them, having known and ex- 
perienced Chri#+-in all his Offices; as the 
great Ordinance of God, as a Mediator, 
Reconciler, Interceflor, maker .of Peace, 
[He adds in the Margin, theſe things are not only to be 
Read, Profeſſed,and Talked of but experimentally known ;J 
Healer of the Wound, and maker-' up of 
the' Breach of the Firſt Adam, madeas a 
quickning Spirit, and Lord from Heaven, 
as a King, Prieſt, and"Prophet, as a Sa- 

viour, 


viour, SanCtifier and Redeemer, as a Pu- 
rifier and maker an end of Sin, and bringer 
in of Everlaiting Righteouſneſs, and as a 
High ” Prieſt to preſent to God, withour 
Spot or Wrinkle, or any ſuch thing. When 
he is thus known” to perform - all theſe 
Offices, in and for his People, he is then 
by ſuch known to fir down ar the right 
Hand of Ged,, having accompliſhed the 
Work the Father gave him to do,. having 
put all things uhder, andreſtored all things 
into their Primitive Order 3; He then is alſo 
known to ſurrggder up the Kingdom tothe 


of the Chriſtian Faith oppord, &c, 5 


Thus we ſee, how wretchedly h2 per= 
wverts, not only Chriſt's Aſcenſion to an 
Aſcenſion within, but that great Scripture 
Propheſy, 1 Cor. 15. 24. &C. to 29. con- 
cerning Chriſt's ſurrendring up the King. 
dom to God the Father, &c. He makes 
it already fulfilled in ſuch who have at- 
tained that ſiate deſcribed by him. This 
:s direttly the abominable Herefie of Hy- 
meneus and Philetus, who did over- 
throw the Faith, by [ſaying the Reſurre- 
tion was paſt already. For, Chriſt's 
Sſurrendring the Kingdom to God the Fa- 
ther, followeth in order after the Reſurre- 
#ion of the Dead, 1 Cor. 15. 23. 24.&C. 
ro 29. PE 


Father, and Fodto become all in all. Here the Firſt is known to be the 
Laft, and the Laſt Firſt, the Beginning the End, and the End the Begin- 
ning ; ard the Heavenly Reſt with him, who is. without Beginning or End. 
[ He adds: im the = this is the Aſcending of Chriſt up, where he was befor? he Deſ- 


cended, ind before t 
_— Lord 9 known One, and his Name One. ] 


re was any Cauſe for 'his Deſcenſion; he that can underfland ls him. . 


7X, Another. proof is from. Edward Burrough, one of the greateſt Note a- 
mong rhe (ou ers, - next to George Fox when Living, whoſe Works the Se- 


cond Days 
things hath caſtrated, and alſo added ſome 
things and changed, and yet all fathered 
upon the Spirir, In: the Collection of his 
Works p. 306. He brings fohn Bunion, ſay- 
ing, they that follow Chri#7 arighr, muſt 
follow him without, to the Croſs withour, 
for Juſtification, or Mount Calvary with- 
out,. they muſt ſeek for Juſtification with- 


ecting. of the Quakers hath Colle@ed and Printed ; but in ſume 


This ſame W. Shewen, in his Trea- 
Ziſe call'd, The true Chriſtian Faith,- 
Oc. p. 40s 42. makes Chriſt to be the. 
Anointing, which is falſe both in Lan- 
guage and Deffrin; for, Chriſt is the 
Anointed, and the Holy Ghoſt is the Anoin« - 
ting, wherewith Chriſt was, and is d>- 
nointed above meaſure. 


out; the Spirit of Chri#, it leads to Chriſt withour, To this be Anfivers. 
Reader, See if this be not near unto Popery, or enquire elſe what he 


means, as if he woufd have People to go 
2 * Pilgrimage, and this he ſays is contrary 
to Rom. Io. 

XI, \Again, p. 150,151. He hath, among 
other, theſe Queries. 2. What is thar 


* 1t 7s plain, that J. Bunion, who- 
was a Baptiſt Teacher of good Roport, did 
not mean that he would have People go a 
Pilgrimage, to Mount Calvary, but that 


the Spirit of Chriſt in Believers, led them 


which worketh Faith ? and where it 1s,with- 70 £je Chriſt as he Suffered without them, 


in or Without? ---- Is that within the. _ 7 _ _ -= tre — 
, . . . acrince,t ney might have Remiſſion of S2ns 
Creature or without him, which works the . and Fuſtification. Therefore, as E. Bur: 


New Birth? Is not the Light of God ,;1 1.5, 1cur the word: of J. B. ſo 
ſufficient in it ſelf, to lead unto God, all ;-; plain he did think, that to direft ta 
that follow it, yea, or nay? —— Whether Chrilt withour Men, as the Objet of Faith, 
it is poſſible, that any can be Saved with- 7 contrary to Rom. 70. 


out Chriſt manifeſt within? If no, Then whether it 1s nor the — 


% ' The Four Fundamental Doftring 


Salvation which is only neceſſary, to Preach Chrift within? — And. is it 
'not the whole Myſtery of Salvation, Ged manifeſt in the. Fleſh 2 [ By Fleſh it is 
Plain he means the Flejb of the Seipts. | | 

+ Note, though theſe be Queries, it is And 18 he. nor a + Deceiver, that exhores 
evident they have a poſitive Senſe, as-is People for-Salvation:;to any other thing than 
frequent, both in Scriptgre, and other the Light of Chrift, yea, or nay? And 
he: eter Rueries put to an Opponent 1, hath Chrift enlightned every Man in 
oh hn. rad the World, if not within him? 

XII. And Alike to this is the DoQtrine of George Whitehead, In his Book 
call'd, An Antidote againſt the Venome of the Snake. The Author of the Snake 
is quoted by George Whitehead, p. 27, thus, That moſt of all, are they in- 
raged againſt G. £&. for Preaching up the neceſfity of a Chriſt without, and 
that the Light within is not ſufficient to Salvation, - with ſomething elſe, 
that is, Chriſt ”_ without us, Suffering and Dying outwardly for us. To 
- this G. W. replyeth, 1. We are net offended at G. X.'s Preaching Chrif, or 
his Suffering and Dying withoutus truly conſidered : But 2h. At his undervaly- 

- -Ing * the Light within, as not 


- *. Note, That the ſomething elſe (meant by mo . : ; 
out which the Light within cannot ſave 15, is the : ſufficient to Salyation,or not ſuf 


[hood of Chrif, and his Death and Sufferings, Re- ficient withour ſomething elſe; 
ſarre&ion, Aſcenſion, Interceſſion for us in Hea- ſccing G. K. confefleth,. tharthe 
ven, as hath been oft declared by me, both in Print, Lighc within, in a true Senſe; is. 
and by word of Mouth, and is not denyed by G. W. Baz Go and Chriſt, the Eternal and 
if our whole Salvation be placed upon the Eternal and Efential Word 
Eſſntial Ward, without the Manhood of Chriſt, and his —_ ts 
Death and Suff:rings, &C. Then Chriſt is only our Saviour as God, and net as both God and 
Man, "contrary both to Scriptare and the Faith of all Chriſtendom, particularly that of the Church 
of England, Art. 2.8, 18. And notwithſtanding G. W.*s ſmooth Words afterward,” owning Chrift 
without, and God's reſpett to him; his Mediation, Suffering, and Dying for us, in his ſo Saving 
ws, p. 28. Antidote. et all 7his is but like a Judas Kiſs, and no more than what any Pelagian, or 
Socinian, or ſome Deiits would, and do own. While he makes it an Error in me, to ſay, the Light 
within Men is not ſufficient to Salvation without ſomething elſe, that is Chriſt without us, as he Dy- 
ed and Sufjered for us, &C. Note here alſo, how Th. Elwood, - who hath appeared in Print as G.W.'s 
Advocate, it contradifted by G. W. himſelf, in this very thing, 

X11. My next Proof I hall bring from W. Penn, whoſe Authority and 
Note, among the People called Quakers, is ſufficiently known, in his Book 
called, Pnakeriſm, A New Nick-Name for Old Chriftianity, p. x2. He brings 
in John Faldo, charging the Quakers thus, fo prove that Quakeriſm was no 
Chriſtianity ; Chriftianity was introduc'd by Preaching the promiſed Meſſiah, 
and pointing at his Humane Perſon, [He means his Nature of Manhood, Per- 
ſonaily united to bis Godhead, ] but Quakeriſm by Preaching a Light within. 
To this W. Pens Anſwers, that this is nothing injurious to the Quakers at all, 
[ Note, He, takes with the Charge, and confeſſeth to it.; a ſad Confeſſion, that Quakeriſm was not 
Introduc'd. by Preaching the. promiſed Meſſiah, but the Light within. If his NQuaker:ſm had been true 
Chriſtianity, it would hawe been Introduc'd borh by. Preaching the Praniſad Meſſiah, and the Spiritual 
Bleſſings of Grate, and Light, and divine Spirit within that we hace by him, which was ever my Yug- 
keriſm,and ſo I hope it-is of divers others among the People called Quakers. And thus I hope the diffee 
rence doth appear betwixt the Deiſi-Nuaker,and the Chriftlian-Quaker;But I Renounce the Name of Quaker 
| . LEA Orzgi- 


ſide; for had- they 
Preached a iChriſt, 
now-' coming in 
the Fleſh, they had 
denyed: his truly 
and only great viſible 
Appearance at _ 
ſalem (which all crue 
Quakers town ) ſince 
then; they ' 'bgjeve 


that Appearance. but - 


of the Chriſtian Faith Oppos'a, &c. 


7 
(Originally given as a Nick-name, if we will believe W.P. tho' now beand they ſeem foGlry in it) and de 
fire to approve my ſelf in Deftrin and Converſation a irue Chriſtian, according tothe Holy Scriptures] 
bur highly on their 


F How do they own it and believe it ? ſurely not with a Faith 


. neceſſary to Salvation, but as a bare Hiſtorical Faith, and even 


that is not neceſſary to be believed, in his Senſe, ſeeing it is 
ot neceſſary to be Preached; and how did the Quakers believe 
it, if not without Preaching, Hearing, or Reading ? But ſeeing 
he thinks | the Quakers need not now Preach it; how ſhall” 
their Children believe it ; ſeeing they think it not needful to Preach 
it to them; nor do they allow them to hear others Preach it ;- 
if it be ſaid their Children may read it in the Bible, and 5 
may they read of Chrift and the Light within. All this doth 
plainly ſhew they judge it mot neceſſary for their Proſelytes to 
have the Faith Chriſt without, m order t9 Salvation, The 
miſerable Shifts and Evaſions, T. Elwood hath uſed to Excuſe 
this Paſſage of W. Penn; and many other Paſſages in the Dug. 


therefore: need/ not 
Preach what is not to 
be again. And that 
the. whole Chriſtian World hath ſo long and lazily depended onit, withour- 
their thirſting after his inward holy Appearance inthe Conſcience, - Z 
XI V., Again, p 6. thediſtinftion betwixt Moral and Qhriſtian, the making 
Holy Life Legal, and Faith in the Hiſtory of Chriſt's outward Manifeſtation ; [/ 
| ſhould the Words be read by the direftion of the Table of Errata ; and not as T.E1. by Tranſpoſmg them,would 
Chak them]has been a deadly Poylon, theſe latter Ages have been InfeRted with,to 

| the Deſtruction of Godly | Fubnne: p.3.-This (towit the Quakers DoCtrin)doth 
not make Chriſtianity a diſtinct thing in kind,from what was worthy, as he calls 
it, that is Godly among either Fews or Heathens; but that Chriſt did by his via 
ſible Appearance, benefit the World with a more Glorious Manifeſtation of the 
ſame Divine Power, Purity, Truth, Wiſdom and Righteouſneſs, than former 
Ages were either capable of, or attended with. [Mte, Though this is truz, with re 
ſpe# tothe Jews and Patriarchs, and believing Antients from Adam to Chriſt ; yet it is altogether 
A with reſpe&# to the Heathen, whom he puts in the ſame Claſs with the Jews. For though it w.rs 
one and the ſame Divine Eternal Power and Wiſdom of God that gave any true Manifeftation and Dij- 
covery of God of his Being, and Attributes, and Laws of Jultice and Tempcrance to Heathns, as well 
as to Jews ; yet the manner of the Illumination and Knwwledge gruen of God gen:rally to Hea«- 
thens, was of an Inferior Kind, to what was given to Faithful Jews and Antient Parriarchs ; mak- 
ing known to them the Promiſed Meſliah, as he was ta coms in the Fleſh by ſpecial Revelation through 
the Holy Prophets, and their Prophecies accompanied with ſpeciol inward Illuminations, given to theſz 
Faithful Ancients; which the generality of the Heath:n World hal nat them, and which many 
+ of them yet have not. To confirm his Falſe Doftrin with reſpe# to th: Heathens, he adds] 
Forif no Name be given, but the Name of Chriſt, under the whole Heaven, 
by which Men can be ſaved, then either Chriſt was always in ſome Meaſure or 
-%, other a Saviour, and ſuch as were ſaved in ſome degree or other, Chriſtians, 
| or there was one Saviour before Chriſt's outward coming, and another ſince ;. 

* orlaftly,all chat were Antecedent to that Appearance were Damned.* [To this 
©l Anſwer, The Saviour was one, both before and- fince Chriſt's outward 
*coming ; and though his Aſſuming the viſible Fleſh, and Nature of Man into 


© a Perſonal Union with himſelf, makes him not anorher Saviour z yet what he 
« 
Ss : fo 


kers Books,” are ſufficiently diſcovered in the late Book, called, Sa. 
tan Difrob'd. bs 
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* bo Afſumed was neceſſary to the Salvation of Men, from the beginning of. the 
© World, to theend of it ; and whatever be God's purpoſe towards Heathens 
© generally, as to their Final Stare, the Promiſes of Salvation, en \rhich the 
© Hope of Salvation is groutded, none have but by ſpecial Revelation, which 
* may be allowed to ſuch Heatbens or Gentiles,as God was pleaſed to give ir un= 
to, either, with or without outward Preaching, and other outward Means 
andothers who have had it not, they are lefr without Excuſe for not impro- 
ving what they had, nor being Thankful to God, according to Roms. 1. 20; 21: 
and 2. 11, 12. Andit is a great Error inVV. Penn, and many of the Quakers, 
© that under aPretence of being Charitable to the Moral Hearhens;and Zealoufly 
* concerned for their Salvation, become Ungrateful to God and Chriſt, in 'De- 
* pretiating and Degrading Chriſtianity ſo low, as to make it nothing but a Re- 
©finedDeiſm, or Gentiliſm, not differing in kind therefrom zagnd ſo rendring 
© all the Great Myfteries of the ChriſtiantFaith and Religion/doFely Accidental 
© to Chriſtianity, and Deiſm, (or Heatheniſm) and Chriſtianity to be Eſſentially 
* the ſame. But the great Controverhie betwixt: the Chriſtiars and theſe Quakers, 
© is not about the Salvation of the MorabHeathens, or the Poſſibility thereof, 
© without an outward Preacher, or Miniſtry, But whether the Faith of Chriſt, 
©asheis both God and Man, and yet one Chriſt, and as he Suffered Death in 
_*.his Manhood-nature for our Sins, Roſe again and Aſcended, is neceffary to 
< our Salvation in Chriſtendo2z ; and whether according to the ordinary Method 
© of Divine Providence,Men have this Faith, without outward Means of Inftru- 
« tion, as the Holy Scriptures and Preaching ?] | 
XV. Again, W. Penn, in his Adareſs to Proteſtants, Printed at London, 1697. 
Pp. 119. faith, Let us but ſoberly conſider what Chriſt is, and we ſhall the berter 
know whether Moral Men are to be reckoned Chriftians. Whar is Chrift, 
buc Meekne(s, Juſtice, Mercy, Patience, Charity, and Virtue in PerfeCtion ? 
Can we then deny a Meck Man to be a Chriſtian, a Juſt, a Merciful, a Pati- 
ent, a Charitable, a Virtuous Man to be like Chriſt 2 
X VII. Again, In the ſame Book, p. 117. 118. he ſaith, Bur that which is 
moſt of all Anxious, is that Morality is denyed to be Chriſtianity, that Virtue 
has any claim to Grace ; and that thoſe who Glory to be called Chriſtians, 
can be ſo Partial and Cruel, as to Renounce « mere 7#ſt Man, their Society, and 
ſending him packing among the Heathen for Damnation. And pray what's 
the matter? Why, though this Perſon be a Sober Liyer, yet he is but a gene- 
ral Reliever, his Faithis at-large ; 'tis true, he believes in God, but I hearlittle 
of his Faith in Chriſt ; very well ; docs he not therefore believe in Chriſt ; or 
muſt he therefore be without the Pale of Salvation? Is it pofſthle, that a 
Man can truly believe in God, and be Damned; bur as he that believes in 
Chriſt, believes in God ; fo he thar * believes 
* Note, The Fallacy of his Srying - he in God, believes in Chriſi ? 

t hat believes in God believes in Chrij, XVII. Againzp. 121. He Quotes and Com=- 
ho xe = > fry apt mends ſome Sayings of John Hales, of Eton, in 
alſo ; "and the true Chriſtian Faith his Golaen Remains, among which, this is one, 
is a belief in bim, ſo confidercd; Now all thele good things, which Moral Men 


s _ 


\ 


- 
.” 
LI 


a «a #® 


= 


doby the Light of Nature, are apart of God's 
Will Written in their Hearts; wherefore, ſo 
.Yar as they were. Conſciencious in performing 
them (if Satvianss his Reaſon be good) fo far 
have they Title and Intereſt in our Faith, And 
P. x2 2. he commends his ſaying, on the con- 
trary ſide; lethis Life be never ſo upright, if 
either he be litrle ſeen,or peradventure, is quite 
ignorant of the Myſtery of Chriſt, we eſteem of 
him but as Dead. 


Of the Chriſtian Feith Oppor'a, 8c. 


29 
in which Conſideration}: he'ts otty Cons 
Þleat Saviour, compleatly fitted and 

ualified ſoa to be; but many thot 
F; anas have not this belief in Chriſt, 
who yet beligve that there is a Gad, 
and may be ſaid in a Senſe to 
believe in him, and yet 'do nt be= 
lieve in Chriſt, though the true Chri« 
ftians Faith is one, whereby he be- 
lieves both in God and in Chriſt. 
John 14. :. 


XV1IL Again, W. Penn, in his Rejoynder to 7ohn Faldo, brings him in, ſaying 
———-For Chrift tobe in the Gentzles, rightly underſtood, would 'be no hard 
matter for the Gentiles to believe, as to believe ſuch a Glory to be attained by 


Faith and Oven to the Laws ofa Man, who Died as a Malefator ; and 


thar this 
a Purchaſe. 


ofhis honld Reconcile God to Man, with the Addition of ſuch 
To this he Anſwers. This fort of Doctrin 
+ well becometh ?. Faldo : I perceive I have not miſta- 
ken him; what Carnaliſt inthe World, coutd let have 
dropt a more Pernicious Sentence tothe DoCtrin and 


t And 1 ſay, well becometh 
any true Chriſtian, for all 
is Idle Banter. 


Kingdom of Chrift, than to render it more difficult to believe, and lay a grea- 


ter Streſs upon the * External, than the Internal 
Work of Chriſt 2 We mat read the moſt Weigh- 
ty Scriptures backwar@upon this Man's Prin- 
ciples, He hath helped us to a new way of 
rendring the Text; not this Myſtery among 
the Genfles, is Chriſt in you, the hope of Glory ; 
but this Myſtery among the Gemtiles 18a Man, 
who Died as a Malefator, by his Death Re- 
concitked 'to God, Behold your Expoſitor ! 
I dare warrant, this Man's Comment will 
neyer trouble the next Collection of ,Cri- 
ticks. At this rate the Lord Lord Cryer is 
highly priviledged. [[Note, This is a moſt Falſe and Un- 
fair Inference; for J. Faldo had joyned Obedience with 
Faith, evenas W, Penn Cites him ; and this no Hypocriti- 
cal Lard Lord Cryer hath]. And the Galatians had 


paſſed .the moſt difficult Birth, before they 
had known Chriſt to be formed in them[Nee, -//o 


* See his Ignorance, to call the 


Faith and Obedience to the Laws of 


the Man Chrift, who Died as a Malz- 


fafor, the External, and not the In>- 


ternal Work of Chriſt ; for it is evi- 
dent, that by Faith, J. Faldo did 
underſtand a Faith (having Chriſt as 
he Died, &Cc. for its Objeft) that is 
the Interna! Work of Chriſt, and of 
his Spirit, as all true Chriſtians ſo 
underſtand it, and as Chriſt under- 


ſtood it ; when he ſaid to the Jews, 


John 6.7his is the Work of God; that 
ye believe in him, (even the Man 
Feſus, and who is God alſo, who was 


feerng to them) whom God hath 


ent, and which is a ſaving Faith, 


and is agreat part of true Regenera- 
F100. 


here is anther Falſe and Unfair Inference] Regeneration is a ſlight thing,in compariſon of 
the Knowledge of Chriſt after the Fleſh [7% is » 7hird, Falſe and Unfair Inference ; 
unleſs he think ſaving Faith in, and Obedience to Chriſt and his Laws, nowiſe concerned in Regenera- 
tion, but a bare Rnowledge of Chriſt after the Fleſh, which is not to be valued] This Doctrin 
brings not Men to Chriſt in them, the hope of Glory ; but inticeth theminro 
f Seda Hope ofthe Hypocrite which periſheth, [This is a fourth falſe ye ence 3 and ſa 
indeed is the whole paſſage, and the whole of it moſt Scandalous and Offenſive to _— n_ 
The Hiſtory is made the greatcit Myſtery, and to believe the one, Mattero 


greater difficulty, than to experience _ other. Ir's ſtrange (ith = _ 
ﬀ 
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fhould be reputed moſt Myftcrious which was the Iatreduction to: the Myſte- 
ry ; and theſe tranſaCtions counted moſt difficule, that were by the Divine 
Wiſdom of God, ordained as ſo many facile Repreſentations of what was to be 


- + Like to this is his ſaying in his Pre- 
face to the Collefion of R. Barley's Books. 
O Reader, great is the Myſtery of Godlineſs ; 
ant if the Apoſtle ſeid it of the manifeſta- 
tion of the Sm of God in Flejb, if that be 
# Myſtery (and if a Myſtery, It is not to be 
ſpelt out, but by the Revelation of the Spi- 
rit) how much more is the work of Rege- 
meration a Myſtery, that is wholly Inward 
and Spiritual in its Operation? who is 
Sufficient for theſe things ? What T. Ell- 
wood hath ſaid, by way of exeuſe, to this 
Antichriſtian paſſage of W. Penn, See 
ef:fiually refuted in Satan Difrob'd ,p.16. 
IT, 12. To which, neither T. Ellwood, 
267 any other Quaker, have given any Re- 


accompliſhed in Man. In thort, it is to leſſen, 
if not torally. to exclude + the trae Myſtery 
of Godlaneſs, which is Chrsſt manifeſted in 
his Children, their hope of Glory, 
XIX. Again, W. Peas, in his Chriſtian 
Pwucker, Printed at London 1674. ſaith, p. 
97. Concerning the Seed that Grd promi- 
ſed to Abraham. —— This Seed muſt be 
Inward and Spiritual, fince ons outward 
thing: cannot be the proper: Figure or Re- 
prefentation of another 48 it; the way 
of Holy Scripture {@'tq"u=>9h us ; .The owr- 
ward Lamb, fhews forth the 1nward Lamb ; 
the few outward, .the few inward: [And s 


ply to this Day. bitle after, form this odd way of Reaſon: 
very falſh, he concludes ſaying, ] and conſequently the Seed. of tbe Promiſe 
is an Holy and Sprritual Principle of Light, Life, and Power, that being re- 
ceived into the Heart, bruiſeth the Serpent's Head, And becauſe che Seed 
which cannot be that Body is Chr:#, as tcſtifie the Seriptures, the Seed w 
ove, and that Seed Chrift quoting Gal. 3. 16.) and Chyſh, God over all Bleſ- 
ſed for ever ; We do conclude, and. that moſt_truly,*that Chri&# was, and 
is the Divine Word of Light and Life, that was in the beginning with Gad, 
and was and is God over all Bleſfed for ever. ns 3 > ET 
_ The like Doftrin hath G. Whitehead, in his. Chrif# Aſcended, p.g2: And 
as for thy Scoffing at the Word pure Seed, calling it -new/ coined -without 
Book, and thy ſaying, which Seed. we plainly ſay is Chrift begotten in us: 
Thou haſt ſcofft herein without any ground, and thereby diſcovered thy own 
Folly : For, is not the incarrup- 
* Note how they pervert the Scripture, and make the tible Seed a pure Seed ? And doth 
Seed mentioned Gal. 3. 16. to be the ſame Secd mentie= mor the Apoſtle call the * Secd 
ned 1 Pet. 1. 23. and : Job. 3. 9. which is falſe; for Chris, Gal; 3: 16 ? And is not + 


it's certain, that the Seed God promiſed to Abraham , | : . 
WAS Chrift, as he was to come out of his Loins. according Chriſt in the true Believer,where 


ro the Fleſh, Gen. 22. 18. butthe inward Principle Abra- the Body ts Dead becaufe of 
ham had it before. | Sin? 

XX. Another Proof I ſhall bring from William Smith (whoſe Works they 
bave alſo Colletted and Printed after his Deceaſe) of great Note among them, 
for a Preacher,and Writer when alive ; in his Primmer,Printed at Z,0ndon, 1668 
pag, 8. he faith, Child, But how may I then known which is true and which 
is Falſe by their Words , ſeeing Words may be the ſame? Father, Why, 

; | : they 


"they that are Falſe Preach * 
Chri# without, and bid People 
believe in him, as he is in Hea- 
ven above; but they that are 
True Minifters , they Preach 
Chrift within, and direct People 
to wait to: feel him in them- 
ſelves; and ſo to believe in him 
as he makes himſelf manifeſt in 
them; and this is true Doctrin, 
that brings People to mind that 


- Principle of Gog in their own 


Conſciences, whith comes down 


from Heaven, ang goes thicher - 


ain; and ſich as are in the 
Earthly Wiſdom, they do nor 
know Heaven above. C. This 
is a great difference in their Do- 


of the Chriſtian Faith Oppesr'd, &c. 


' * Note, after. the Author's Deceaſe, when his Works 
were Colleffed and Printed, ſome Alteration was made in 
the new Impreſſion in Folio to this Effet; That Falſe Mi- 
nifters Preach Chriſt only without, but True Mimſters 
Preach Chriſt not only without, but within. ( I cauld 
nor find the Book, but I am ſure the words are to that © 
Effe.) But, let it be obſerved and well conſidered, x. 
That this alteration was not made by the Author himſelf, 
but ſome years after his Deceaſe. 2. Not only che Author, 
but that Meeting that approved the Firſt Edition of the 
Primmer is chargeable with that wile Error, in givi 
that as an infallible Tryal of Miniſters. 3. That t 
alteration afterwards made, was ſurreptitionſly put in, 
without paſſmg any Cenſure upo that wile paſſage in the 
little Book, that was Printed ſeveral times, and was 


auch diſperſed in the Families "of the Quakers, for the 


Children to be trained up in theſe wile-Principhes. 4. 
The alteration or correftion made, is a plain contradiffion 
to other paſſages in that ſame Book, never. hitherto cor-" 
reffed. See the proof xx. 


Arine, for one to Preach Chri# without, and another Preacheth him within. 
F, Yes, it doth make a great difference, and hath no more Fellowſhip to- 
gether than the Eaſt hath with the We##F. C. And is this an infallible Tryal 
of them? F. Yes, and it will not deceive thee, &c. C. Bur muſt I not 
try all things by the Scriptures? F. Nay, For the Scriptures were given 
forth from the Spirit, and ir is the Spirit that tries whether the things be 
true or falſe, good or evil. 

XXL. Again, in the fame Book, p. 55. 2d, Part, Printed 1668, whereas 
there was a former Impreſſion in the Year 1663. or 1664. as appears by 
the date of the Epiſtle to the Reader in the 2d. Parc, called A new Catechiſm, 
and the Primmer was done in the Year 166r. and ſome time after Printed. 
He faith, .9. Where do ye hold forth this Foundation to be laid ? 4. It is 
faid of God. within us, and 1s the Rock of our Safety ; and ſo we hold it 
forth to be a ſure Foundation, as knowing. the Strength and Power of ir, 
which defends it ſelf that the Gates of Hell cannot prevail againft it. 


[ Note, the Rock on which Chriſt ſaid he would build his Church, was himſelf, - even the Som of 
Man, &s well as the Son 6 God ; but this was not the inward Principle only, as he here holds it 


forth in the follewing words.] Q, How do ye manifeſt it to be the only Founda- 
tion, and that there is not another ? 4. From the unchangableneſs of its 
own Nature-and Being ; for we know that God doth not lay any viſible or 
changeable things for a Foundation, but that which is of himſelf within, 
and 'is inviſible to the natural Eye, &c. .9. And is that which is within you 
the only Foundation, upon which you ſtand, and the Principle of your Reli- 
gion ?. 7.4. That of God within us is ſo, for we know it is Chrif#, and being 
Chrift, it muſt needs be only and principal; for that which is only admits 
not of another, and that which 1s principal is greateſt in Being: And 

| C 2 © thus 
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thus we know Chriſt in us to be unto us, the only and principal, who 
was before all things, and in whom all things conſiſt. ©. But do ye 
hold that this Foundation, and Principle within you, is ſufficient to give E- 
rernal Life? 2, Yes, we do ſo; and in p. 13. Iſt. Part, he faith, of that in 


'* | Nate this perverſion, for all Power .in Heaven and 
Earth was given to the Man Chriſt without us, in whom 
' the fulneſs of the Godhead dwells, as he himſelf teſtified ; 
but unto every one of us ſaid Paul is Grace given, ac- 
cording to the meaſure of the Gift of Chriſt, Eph. g. 7. 
And as to that weighty Queſtion p. 70. What do you be- 
lieve concerning that great Work, which by the Death of 
Chriſt was accompliſhed on the Croſs in time paſt, accor- 
ding to the Scripture; he paſſeth over the &nſwer to it 
in very general Words, as a Diſpenſation of God in times 
pait, but ſaith nothing of any neceſſity of Faith iu him, 
as he Dyed, Roſe and Aſcended, and is now in Heaven 
without 14s : But among other obſcure Words, and hardly 
intelligible, he ſaith, we alſo know, and believe that he 
is the ſame Chriſt in ws which in Diſpenſations paſt did 
humble himſelf to the Croſs : Now - he who did ſo was the 
Man Jeſus of Nazareth ; but hew that Man can be in 
them, without ſome Figure of a Trope, as the Sun is ſaid to 
be in a Houſe, by his Beams and Vertue of Light and Heat, 
is as unatcountable, as the real Preſence of Chriſt's Bod 
and Soul, Fleſh and - Spirit in the Conſecrated Popifh 
Hoſte. 


the Conſcience, the Light of 
Cbrift, that 4 all Power in Hea- 
ven and Earthis in it. wW 

XXil. Another Proof I ſhall 
bring on this Head out of a lit- 
tle Book of 7obn Pennington, cal- 
led, The Fig Leef Covering, Prin- 
ted at London 1697. and appro- 
ved by the Seeond Days Meet- 
ing; in which Book he oppoſeth 
a ſaying of mine, in my late 
Book of Explications and Retra- 
Ctations, which was this.-- Upon 
a diligent ſearch into the Holy 
Scriptures, I find thart in all. pla- 
ces.in the New Teſtament, where 
the word Goſpel is uſed, it ſignt= 
fieth the Doctrin of Salvation,by 
the promiſed Meſſiah,that was out- 


wardly to come, and did come in the true Nature of Man, with the Spiritual 
Bleffings that Men were to receive by him, &c. To this he thus oppoſeth, 
P.70.———Alfo when the Everlaſting Goſpel was again to be Preached after 
the Apoſtacy, for it ſeems by the word again [Nete,. the word again is not to be found 
in that place cited by him, either in Engliſh or Greek, but in George Fox' s ſome Princip bs] 
it had been diſcontinued to be Preached, although the Hiſtory of Chris 
Birth, Death, &c. had not; doth that place Rev. 14. 6.7. mention any thing. 
of the Doftrin of Salvation by the promiſed Meſſiah? there is not a word. of 
that ſaid there, but ſaying with a Toud Voice, Fear God and give glory anto 
him, &c. (being Preached with Commiſſion from on high) is called Preach- 
ing the Everlaſting Goſpel, Did G. K. in his diligent ſearch over- look this ?- 
If not, how could he ſay in all places in the New Teſtament, where the 
word Goſpel is uſed, it ſignifieth the Doctrin of Salvation by the promiſed 
Meſſiah? 1 might alfo inſtance (faith he) in Rows. x. 16. (although he refu- 
ſeth toallow it me now) that the Goſpel cannot be faid to be the Power of 
God unto Salvation to the Believer in any other ſenſe, than as it isa powerful, 
energetical, inward Principle; for. as it is barely Hiſtorical, the Ungodly have 
that Belief, [ſee bis Perwerſion ;. Did 1 ever ſay it was barely Hiſtorical?) though 
they want the Power; 'and to my ſenſe of the word Goſpel, Colefſ. r. 23. He 


oppoſeth ſaying, - it (viz. the Goſpel) Colo. I. 23. could not be meant 
of the. De@rin of Salvation by Chriſt Crxcified, with reſpect to that clear and 
# | bright 
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bright Diſpenſation the Apoſtles were under, bur of that Goſpel which had 
been Preached to, or in every Creature under Heaven; and to prove his- 
falſe notion of the Goſpe!, that the Apoſtles Preached, that it was no other” 
but the inward Principle, z. e. the Light within, in every Creature, he brings 
Rom, 1.16. Coloſſ. 1.23. Rev. 14.6,7. By all which it plainly appears, that 
ſeeing the Quakers, as both G. Fox, and E. Barrough hath deelared are rai- 
ſed-up ( with Commiſſion from on high) to Preach the everlaſting Goſpel, as 
itis called, Rev. 14.6, 7. The Goſpel which theſe Quakers have Preached, 
and do Preach, in his, and their Senſe,. is not the Doctrin of Salvation, by the . 
promiſed Meſſiah; Chriſt Crucified, and Raiſed again; but the common. 
Lightorlllumination in every Creature, or Man under Heaven, which he will 
have to be the only Signification of the Word, Goſpel, in all theſe three Pla- 
ces. Is it not therefore evident, that they hold it not neceſſary to their, and: 
other Men's Salvation, to- whom they Preach, to believe in Chriſt, as he 
outwardly Suffered Death, Roſe again, and Aſcended ? 

X XII. Again, Ih lis Fig- Leaf, p. 76 he Oppoſeth my Definition of a Chri- 
ftian, Saying————-Now hence | askhim; which is the moſt diſtinguiſhing: 
CharaCter of a Chriſtian, the genas, the inward Conformity to the Divine 
Word, or the differentia, ſome diſcriminatirg Token by an outward Beliefand 
© Conformity,devoid of the inward Subjeltion of the Spirit ? [But in this he Aſſigns 
©not my differentia, but a Falſe cne ofhis own, viz. An outward Belief and 
© Conformity, devoid of the inward Subjection of the Spirit, And this lets us ſee, 
© that they make no account of the Faith of Chriſt, as he was outwardly Gru- 
© cified ; why 2? it's bat an outward Belief ana Conformity, devoid of the inward Sub- 
© jeftion of the Spirit. But I plead for no ſuch Belief, and I know not any, called 
©a Chriſtian tht doth. And how Nonſenſical is he to ſay ; that they who have 
both, have much the Advantage, is undenyable. Both what? the mward Con= 
© formity to the Divine Word, the genus, and the outward Belief and Conformi- 
© ty, devoid of the inward SubjeCtion of the Spirit, as he himſelf there States jc 
* the differentia. But ſurely that's impoſſible,that any Perſon can have both it's - 
© a plain ContradiCtion ; and the very fame ignorant Oppoſition, T. Elwood hath 
© made to my Definition of « Chriſtian, in his Printed Anſwer to my firſt Narra- 
* z;we, in his p. 75. whom the Author of Satan Diſrob'd,hath effeftually Refuted, 
© and ſhewed that according to Thomas Elwood's Philoſophy,aHerſe and T. Elwood 

< differs very little,only in ſome outward Character;they agree in the Kind,and. 
* any other Difference is but Accidental. Thus their Prejudice and Oppoſition 
© roChriſtian Doctrin, ſo blinds them, that they may well be ſaid tobe like the- 


net his Errors therefram) it is moſt probable, he had moit, if not all of them from, the n_ E. 
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.H. N. and other Familifts, and ſome Ranters; as Gerard Winſtanly, Richard Coppen, amd 
ethers, who had the like wild Notions before him; therefore W. Penn gauge a wrong Chara#- 
er of him, to ſay, he was no Copy, but an Original. For the truth is, ſcarce any thing 
he Tavght and Publiſhd4, but it was to be found among others before him, both ' Ancient and 
Modern ; and as for ths Doftrin of the Divine Teaching, and Interna} Divine Illumi- 
nation, and Internal Silence, and Turning in the Mind, to attend to the Divine 
Teachings; Many Myſtick Writers have gone far before him, and more ſoundly and agree= 
ably to' the Holy Scriptures, have delivered theſe Matters; in which, as there is a great 
Truth, and unſpeakable Advantage, as well as an abſolute Neceſſity ; that all true Chriſtians, 
be inwardly Taught of God, and Divin:zly Enlightned above Infidels; ſo unleſs great Care 
and Caution be uſed, both by the Publiſhers, and Receivers of that Sublime Do&rin, # 
great ind woful Abuſe may be made of it, as is made by many at this Day, among the 
Quakers and others. And as Improper is that other part of the Charatter, W. Penn gives 
of him, in his Preface ts G.Fox's Journal, p. 31. He was a Man that God endued with a 
clear and wonderful Depth, a Diſcerner of other Spirits. p. 32. He had an extraordinary Gift 
in opening the Scriptares, h: would go to the Marrow of Things. For this pretended Gifer 
of Diſcerning , great Inſtances can be given how it manifeſtly failed him, - and what 
little true - Knowledge hz had in the Fundamentals of Chriſtian Doftrin, partly his own Sayings, 
hereafter to be quoted, and partly the Sayings of his Proſelytes, who may be ſuppoſed to have 
learned of him ; will ſufficiently demonſtrate] p. 250.1n his Great Myſtery of the Great 
* Whore, Printed at Londen, 1659.He ſaith to C. Wade, *And the Devil was in 
* thee; and thou ſayſt thou art ſaved by Chriſt withour thee, and ſo haſt Re- 
© corded thy ſelf ro be a Reprobate,and Ignorant ofthe 
+ Note, C. Wade, in his «© 4 Myftery of Chrift within thee; for without that 
ry can; Porn on © thou doft not know Salvation. 
ny ackuowle 36: Chief with. _ BgAin, P-246."Chri ow Wade, having ſaid, it is 
in; though he oppoſed the Whimſical, to ſay, Chriſt, God and Man, Fl:ſb and 
falſe Notion that G. Fox Spirit isinthem. G. Fox anſwers contrary-to the A- 
had of it. poſtles Doctrin, who faid they were of his Fleſh. and 
: of h:s Bone. Again, C. Wad: having ſaid, Fleſh and 
Bone cannotbe a Meaſure in one, and a Meaſure in another. G. Fox anſwe- 
reth, ibidew. Whereas the Apoſtle ſaith, we are of his Fleſh, aud of his Bone ; 
here thou arr contrary to the Apoſtle, and that was more than one that had 
the Fleſh of Chrift, and his Bone and Spirit. - And p. 249. C. Wad: had faid, 
there is not whole Chriſt, God and Manin Men. G. Fox, by way of O! poſt- 
tion, Anſwers; Then how muſt Men grow up in the Meaſure of the Falneſs of 
the Starare of Chrift? And p. 210. And did net the Apoſtle Paul Preach Chriſt 
within, andyow Preach Chrift without ? Again, Page the ſame ; and they fay 
he is abſent from them, as touching his Fleſh. Anſwer, doth nor the Apoſtle 
ſay, that they are of his Fleſh, and of his Bone ; and he that Eats not bis Fleſh, hath 
mot Life in hims ;, and they fit in Heavenly Places with him, and he that Eats his F leſh, 
hath it within him. Again, Page the fame ; They ſay that there is not atly Hea- 
wen within, into which the Man Chrift is Aſcended; or can, any Man contain 
a Man four Foot long. G. F. Anſwers, ChriFFisa Myſtery; and is not he tobe 
Revealed within, who is a Myſtery; he whodid Aſcend to be Revealed, and 
made manifeſt in his Saints, in Flefb and Spirit that did Diſcend, [Net?, ' what is 
#his better, or more intelligible, than what the Popiſh Teachers ſay ; that it is a Myſtery that 
Chriſt, Feſb, and Spirit, God and Man is in the Hoſte] And thus | have gon through 
my Proofs qp the firſt Head, as touckingthe At of Faith, The next thing, _ 
; 4 & 


- 


%, 


of the Chriſtian Faith Oppos'd, &C. T5 
be conſidered is the obje@ of the Chriſtian Faith, Chri# conſidered both as Ged 
and Man,and yet one Chri#, is the great object of the Chriftian Fatth, toge- 
ther with the Father and the Holy Spiric, principally in-dwelling in Chr:f, 
and-by and through him, in-dweljing in all true B*lievers: And this grear- 
. objeCt, to wit Cbrif, both with reſpect ro his Godhead, and his Manhood, G. 
Whitchcad hath moſt Wofully oppoſed. | 
Firſt, with reſpect to Ciriff's Manhood, which he doth not allow to con- 


ſiſt of a Created Soul and Body, | 
George Whitehead in his Appendix to the Divinity of Chr:F, againſt Thomas- 


Danſon, pag. 18. ſaith, As to T, D.'s telling of the Son of Gad's Incarnation, . 


the Creation of his Body and Soul, the parts of that Nature ke ſubſiſted in, 
[ Note, that Natwre plainly denotes Chriſt's Manhood Nature that T. D. meant, 
which had a Created Body and Soul] To this I fay,Tf the Body and Soul of the 
Son of G:d.were both Created, doth not this render him a Fourth Perſon ? 
for Creation was in Time. ——- Again, where doth the Scripture ſay that 


his Soul was Created; for was not he the Brightneſs of his Fathers Glory, . 


And was nor. 


and the expreſs Image of his Divine Subſtance? and'p. 18. 


he a Perſon, as he was a Son of Abraham, not Fifty Years Old? If he was- 


(as 1 never heard any yet deny,) and your Dottrin ſuppoſes a Trinity of di-- 
ſtin& Perſons, as being Co-eternal, Co-equal, &c. doth not this then render 


Chriſt, as a Son of Abraham, to be a Fourth Perſon, [Note how T. Ellwood. 
would pervert G. W.'s words above quoted, to mean that Chriſt, as God, had ne: a created Sout © 
and Boaly ; wherens by both theſe Quotations it is plain G. W. did oppoſe Chriſt as Man,and as the Son 


of Abraham having a created Soul and Body.] 


Again, Richard Habberthorn, a Man highly commended in print, by G. F. 
E. Burrough, and G. Witehead, before his Collection, printed by the 24. days- 
Meeting, pag. 49. of the ColleCtion faith, When was that Chriff Created, . 


which ye fay muſt, as a'Creature, Judge the World? And if in Mary's time 


who was Jadge of the World till then; or did he Judge the World as God- 


till then, and as a Creature ever ſince? And when had the Man Chriſt - 


eſus his beginning ? If you can, declare ir. 

Stephen Criſp, a great Preacher and Writer among the Quakers, ſome years 
ago Deceaſed, hath the like paſſage pag. 194. Colleftion. He blamed R. C. 
for. affirming that to be the Seed of Promiſe which came by Generation of, 
and from the Properties of Man in Afary; and where is thy Scri- 

ture to prove. that Feſws the Saviour: was Created ? : 

[ Note, all this vaſſage T. Ellwood defendeth, and by no means will he allow Chriſt to be created 
as Man, for I had argued, if Chriſt be not created, as he came of Abraham, he is not Man : he 
retorted againſt my Argument thus, | If Created, therefore not God; In his Trath De- 
fended, p. 139. This his Retorſion he till juſtifies in his Anſwer to my 1, Nar- 

$ . . 
rative pag. 227. adding further, ſo far as he makes Chriſt ro be Created, fo 
far he makes him a mere Creature. [This is a filly Sophiſm, as God he is not creanrd, 
but as Man he is; for how could -he dye and not be created ? But he hath here diſcloſed the Secrecy, 
Chriſt is only God, and the Man is not Chriſt, but Chriſt who is God, did take the Man of the 
Virgin, end ſo the Man is one thing, and Chriſt in :the. Man is another. See the paſſage in his own 

And -. 


words pag. 227. 
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_ as it is filthy in us by Sin in it. To this G. W. oppoſeth and faith, 


 And-in Truth - Defended, p., 139. he faith, Beſides did not G.-K, tell us in 


his laſt Obſervation, that Chriſt was the Son of God by an Eternal Genera- 


tion, and the Son of Abraham by Generation in the Fulneſs of time? So 


.that in each Reſpect, and under each Denomination, he is by Generation ; 


and would he have him be Created alio, only that he might render him a 
mere Socinian * Creature ? herein not S. Criſp, but G. K.. 18 Condemnable. 

George Whitehead in his Book called, The Natere of Chriſtianity, p. 41. And 
that he Exiſteth outwardly, bodily without us at Gods Right Hand, what 
Scripture proof hath he for. theſe words? And then, what and where is 


Gods Right Hand; is it viſible or inviſible, within us, or without us only ? 


And is Chriſt the Saviour, as an outward bodily Exiſtence or Perſon without - 
us diſtint from Ged, and on that conſideration to be Worſhiped as God, yea, 
or nay ? And where doth the Scripture ſay he is outwardly and bodily Glo- 


rified at God's Right Hand? Do theſe terms expreſs the Glory that he had 


with the Father before the World began, in Which he is now Glorified ? 
Again, G. Whitehead in The He-goat's Horn broken, brings in Fohn Horne and 
Thomas Moor his Antagoniſts ſaying, Chriſt took upon him our Nature, not 


For here they cannot diſcern between the ſinfal Nature and the pure Na- 
ture, for the Nature of Chriſt is purez ſo that it's not their Nature, for 
their Nature is filthy, and therefore it is not in Chrift, [Here doth he not make 


Sin to be- Eſſential to Mens Nature? That becauſe our Nature hath been defiled with Sin, therefore 


Chriſt hath not our Nature, nor ever had it. | 

Like to this is a paſſage in E. Burrowgh's Coll. p. 306. he brings 7. Bunion 
ſaying, that Chriſt aſcended. into Heaven in our Nature,.on which true words 
he thus glofſeth, put in another Letter, viz. In his Natare, . and they that 
are one with him, and he and they are proved to be in corrupt Nature, as they 
will confeſs it: O what wickedneſs to hold forth (faith E. B.) that Chriſt is 
at the Right Hand of God in ſinful Nature, as his words hold forth from his 
own Mouth. [7his is a moſt impudent perverſion of J. B.'s true words : He did not ſay ſinful Na- 
ture, but our Nature, which as John Horne (as above) did well diſtinguiſh, though ſinful in other 
Men, yet not in Chriſt, here they both contradif the 4 Art. Ch. Eng. 

Fr. Howgil Lament. p. 19. And fo while you have hope in any thing 
withour you, you ſtand in that which is imperfect. And p. 20. Faith is the 
Life of this Birth, which is juſt; and the Son of God lives by it, who doth 
the Will of God, as itis written, the Life that I now live is by the Faith 
of the Son of God. [Nate this groſs Peryerfion of Paul's words, Gal. 2. 20.] 

Secondly, G. Whitecheaa hath 

* Here Note, can there be any more plain and evident likewiſe oppoſed the Godhead 


proof, that according to T.E. and G. W. and the ſecond Po 7 a : 
Days Meeting ? Chriſt as Man, according to his Genern- of Chriſt, in his Light and Life, 


tion, in time in the Womb of the Virgin, as the Son of A-= P» 24: he ſaith, To tell of the 
braham was not created. His Argument is vain, hewas Word God Co-creator with the 
by Generation, therefore not created as he was the - _ * 

Son of -4braham; that Chriſt had a miraculous Generation in the: Womb of the Virgin, is no Proof that 
hz had nt a created Soul and Body. 


Father, 


_— FN” IT 
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Father, is all one; asto tell of God, being Co- creator with God; if the Fa- 

ther be God, and thisis to make two Gods, two Creators, &c. For God, Co- 
creator with God, implies two, Thus Non- ſenſe, Confulion, and Blaſphe- 
my is heapt up againſt the Light within, &s, * 

_ - Again, inp. 47 of the ſame, he quoreth the Baptiſt Saying. Now as he, 
(viz. Chriſt) was God, he was Co-creator with the Father, and [0 wag before 
Abraham, and had Glory with God before the World was ; and in this Senſe 
came down from Heaven. To this G. Whitehead replyeth; what Non-ſenſe 
and Unſcripture Language is this, to tell of God being * Co-creator with the 
Father ; or that God had Glory with God ? Does nor this imply two Gods, 


_ andthat God had a Father ? Ler the Reader Judge. 


* Here Note, As G. W. moſt Erroneou/ſly blames the ſaying, that the Word God was Co-creator 
with the Father ; (the Participle eo ſignifying ſimul, 7. e. joyntly, or together, af wering to the © 
Greek Particle auy) as importing two Gods ; (which i a Falſe and Socinian Conſequence) ſo hs 1s guil- 
ty of two other great Errors againſt Chriſt's Godhead. Firſt, In blaming W.B's ſaying that the 
IWord of God had Glory with God, before the World was. Secondly, . In his blaming W. B. for ſay- 
ing, that the Ward God had a Father ; all theſe 3 Aſſertions of G. W. Firſt, That Chrift the 
Word is not a Co-creator, 1. e. a Creator joyntly, or together with the Father. Secondly, That he 
had not Glory with God (the Father) before the World was. Thirdly, That Chriſt, the Word God 
had not a Father: 1 appeal to all, (even the SoCinians themſelves, if they will be) Impartial Men ; 
whether they do not plainly oppoſe the Godhead of Chriſt ; for indeed, by theſe wery Arguments, the 
Socinians diſpute againſt his Godhead, Nor will G. Whitehead, nor yet his Moderate and Learned 
Church-man , their Evaſion excuſe G. Whitehead, his Groſs Error, in thus Oppnſing by *Socinian 
Arguments, the Godhead of Chriſt ; as if the Word Co-creator, did Import two Efficients of the Crea- 
tion ; one having a Created Power diſtint# from the other. As he brings his Ghurch-man to- his De« 
Fence, p. 189, of his Antidote, and p. 188. He Argueth, that Co-creator will import two a:ftin& 
Agents, and ſo two Gods ; but who told him ſo, or how doth he proveit ? The contrary doth appear. . 


. from the Septuagint ; as I Noted in my ſecond Narrative, p. 259. Where the Eternal Wiſdom is 


brought in ſaying, Prov. 8. 275731. ovumagnul and uy TEASES, 1. C. I was Co-exiſtent, and Co- 
efficient. And his Moderate Church-man ts' Idle and Weak, in granting the Word Co-creating, and not 
Co-creator. But ſeeing his Moderate Church-man, (Edmond Ellis.) hath but weakly Defended G.W. 
let us ſee what Defence Th. Elwood hath brought for him, in his Anſwer to my firf Narrative, 
p. 26. He that ſays, God, (or Chriſt ar God) was Co-creator ; muſt intend he was Creator with 
himſelf, or Creator with another ; toſay, God w.zs Creator, with or together with himſelf, is that which 
G. W. callsNon-ſenſe; to ſay, God was har pb with, or together with another ; is to imply two Gods, 
two Creators ; which is that Gr Whitehead called Unſcripture-like Language. See Reader, if this 
doth not proveboth G. Whitehead, and Tho. Elwood, /#:1] more Guilty of oppoſing Chriſt's God 
head, by Socinian and falſe 4rguments. - Chriſt 5s truly ſaid to be, another, as well as th: Holy  Ghyſ# 

is ſaid to be another, John 14. 16. Not inreſpef of the Godhead, but in refpe# of the Dirvine Rela- 

tive Properties ; "whereby t he Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt are diflinguijhed ; ' as the Property of 
the Father, is to beget, the Property of the Son, is to be Begotten of the Father, and the Property of the 
Holy Ghoſt is to proceed fron the Father andthe Son. But this Diſtiniion of the Divine Relative Pro- 
perties, betwixt the Father, and Son, ana Holy Ghoſt, G. Whitehead hath down right oppoſed, in his 
Book, called, Truth Defending the Quakers ; which he ſaith, is Written from the Spirit of Truth, 
. Printed at. London, 1659. p. 2. He ſaith, art thou ſoblind, ns to think that there is ſuch a difee 
,rence in the Godhead'; [ike Chriſt :s equal with his Father, who is @ Spirit? then what incommunis« 
table property can he differ in from the Father , that is. nat communicghle.to_ the one, as well a; the 
other ? Here note, He not only denyeth any Diſtin#:on of three Perſons, but alſo the D flinZion of three: 
Properties ; which was the Sabellian Herefie ; who held only 4 Diſftinftion in Name, or Manifeftation' 
- ar G. Whitehead exprefly call:th them three in Mapifeſtation;, but wilF'not allow any other Diſtinfi= 

on, Þ. 94, of his Anſwerto T. Danſon's Synopſis of Quikeriſm: Ard G. Fox was Guilty of the 

[ame Error, in i aying, it was contrary to Scripture; that God the Fathwr nevt took upon him Hits 

-man Nature, Great Myſtery, p. 246. This was _ Error of the Patripaſſians ; who ſaid, God 

| . 


y 
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the Father was Porn of the Virgin, Suffered, Dyed, &c. Tudge now Reader, whether G. Whitehead 
hath net me$i Unchriffian!y, and Uncharitably accuſed me in his Antidote, p. 192. That 1 have 
wrozged my own Conſcience, inthis and ſome other things * But my Conſcience has received no Wrong 
in any of the things, wherein I have charged him ; for I have ſufficiently proved my Charges to be 
true againft him. Nar doth it excuſe him, that he and T. Elwood, bring other Quotations to prove 
that G. Whitehead hath owned Chrift 5 Gedhead, or that Chrift zs Gad. Res. That only ſhew- 
eh and proveth, that G. Whitehead is Guilty of Contradi#ing himſelf ;. but G. Whitehead 7s ac- 
cormtable for his Contradifions, and not I. Secondly, Hom doth be own -Chriſt zo be God ? Even 
juf# as I have ſbewn ; not as having a Father, or as having Glory with God before the World was ; but 
being the Fath:r, as w:ll as th: Son, and Holy Ghaft alſa; which was and is Mugletoniſme, and 
the old Sabelliamſm. 


The Proofs out of their Books on the Second Head. 


That weare neither Juſtified, nor SanCtified by the Blood of__Chrift out- 
warcly Shed. at 

G. Whitehead, in' his Light and Life, p. 64. brings W. B. faying ;- you deny 
the- Shedding of the Blood uppn the Croſs. That was Tet out by Ver- 
rue of the Spear, being thruſt into his Side, to_be Meritorious, or the 
Meritorious Cauſe of Mar's Juſtification. To this he Replicss The + Shed- 
ding of that Blood, let out by the Spear, was an Act of a wicked Man, 
and the Spear-an Inftrument of Crueltyz which to-lay the Meritorious 
Cauſe, or Streſs of Juſtificationupon, is falſe DoCtrin; for there is a great dif- 
ference between Chriſt's offering up himſelf by the Eternal Spiric, a Lamb with- 
out Spot to God, and the Acts of wicked Men Inflicted upon him; as it's ſaid, 
by wicked Hands they put him to Death. [+ Note, though J. Ives gave the true Senſe of 
W..B's Words ; that his meaning warChriſt's _ and not the At of wicked Mn ; yet. he fill 
Oppoſed it as falſe Doftrin ; that the Blaod of Chrilt was Shed for the Remiſſion of our Sins ; we have 
our Saviour's own Words ; "This Cup is the new Teftament in my Blood, Shed for the Remiſſion of the 
Sins of many ; and though the Souldier Shed it, yet jt was Chriſt who gave it to be Shed.]J And 
whereas ?. /v:s propoſed the Queſtion thus, p. -64: But whether or no that 
Blood that was Shed upon the Croſs, was a Meritorious Cauſe of Juſtification. 
I am, (ſaid f. /ves Juſtified and Purged by it, G.W. p. 65. would not Anſwer ; 
but queried whether thar Blood thar purgeth, is. ſtill-in Being. But oft elſe- 
where throughout his Book oppoſeth it ; As p. 7. ad finem, he quotes IW. B. ſay- 
ing, the Blood Shed upon the Crofs, the Material Blood, Meritorious to Sal- 
vation, ſprinkles the Conſciences SanCtifietch us ——Juſftifies, Re- 
deems. Bur'in Contradiion (G. W. ſays) /quoting W. B. his p. 40.) 
that Blond is not in Being. And then he faith, obſerve here a twofold Streſs is 
laid upon that Blood. Firſt, Merit to Salvation, Secondly, Work to SanCti- 
fication z and {o:he hath-fetit above God, for * God conld not fave, he (faith) 
and yzt is not in Being ;' (Groſs Abſwrdity] whereas SanCtification being a real 
Work'inward, . that is certain in being which effefts ir. [Here * Norte, chat GW. 
dath grofly Abuſe, and Miſ-repreſent W. B. he did nat ſay, God could nt ſave ; for his Words ave 
capit. princ.. p. 35. as he (viz. Chrift) was God, without being Man, or the Root, and not the Off 


ſpring, he could not ſave Man. ; 
I, Again, 


of the Chriſtian Faith Oppos'd, &C. 9 
IT. Again, G.W.p. 16, faith But as for Juſtification, being laid one 
while upon the Name of Jeſus, another while upon the Shedding of that Blood 
without ; another while by the Offering or Sacrifice upon the Croſs "phat 
ronfuſion # bere? And how is this Afanpur toit to patch up his own Principles? 
———-=Þur then(he faith) (p. the' ſame) as ro the Shedding of Chriſt's Blood 
without,which ſo much Strefs is laid 'upon,whoſe Work wavthat bar of a wicked 
Man's, after he was put to Death? and where is that Blood? Is it in Being, yea, 
or yay, or did it fink into the Ground and Corrupr,. as ſome of you have con- 
fefſed. And in p. 40. That Blood that was Shedis not in + Being, ſaith W, B, 
How. then does it Cleanſe, SanfCtife, .Juſtifie, Redeem, Save, &s. as he would 
have us believe'? [f Here Note, That theſe Words, that Blood 15 not in Being; were ne! Ori 
ginally W: B's, but ſome other m_ (probably Quakers) whouſe tortulk-at that rat? of Argument 3 
as appears in'p. 40. But of late, ſaith W' B. Thave frequently met with's Query, by way of * Cavit- 
lation; which is, whether that Blood fpilt upon the Croſs, run not onthe Ground, and ſo was ſwallowed up 
in the-Ground ? if lo, then how can Man be juſtified by that which is not in Being *] -— — After 
part of his- Anſwer, he faith ; =-though that Blood Shed be not in Being ; 
yet the Efficacy of that Blood is ſtill in Being, and it ſtill ſpeaks a freſh in God's 
Ears, and cries aloud for Mercy. [* We ſee he calls it a Cavillation, and ſo indeed it i ; 
for by the like Argument, G. W. may Argue, Chriit's Death and Pains that he Suffered, are not in 
' Being ; therefare they gre not of any Efficacy to our Reconciliation. Bit G. W. ſeeks moſt deceitfully 
to hide himſelf in his may of Arguing ; as if he would caſt it by way of Reproach on W'\ÞB. that he 
held that Material Blood #5 not in Being ; Querying his Oppoſite ; where u that Blood, and whether is 
itin Being? But G. W. ſhould tell us whether it is in Being ; which he has not done in all his Book, 
viz. Whether that Material and viſiblz Blood that was Sh:d, is in Being? But however, ſuppoſe 
theſe Words were Originally W. B's. thatBlood is not in Being ; from this G. W. draws a Conſe- 
quence. Now though the Antecedent were W. Burnet's, yet the Conſequence all along is W. White- 
ead's ; as.inſuch Caſes, when Diſputants Argue againlt their Antagoniſts, ad hominem ; though 
the Antagoniſt furniſh him with a Conceſſion,” which i the Antecedent of the Argument ; yet the Con= 
ſequence is his who brings the Argument, and he is Accountable for it ; for it was not W.B., that 
was oppoſing Juſtification, and Sanf#ification by Chriſt's Blood ; for he was firongly Affirming it ; and 
to Refute what . B. did Afirm; G: W. Argueth ngainſi him; that Blood is not in Be- 
ing ; therefore we are not Juſtified nor Sanfified by ig, W.B. denyeth the Conſequence, aud lets the 
Antecedent paſs, not poſitively determining it, (as I ſuppoſed) but rather leaving it, as uncertain to 
him ; and Igueſs G.W were heput to it to give a poſitive Anſwer, would be as uncertain to W.B. But 
G. W.'s Conſequence is Vain ; for the Influence that Chriſt's Blood hath on Men for Juftificatim ; is 
not Phyſical, but Moral, and it had the ſame Influence on Men, from the beginning of the World, bes 
fore it was Shed, or in Being, as ſince. ] 


'. Ik. Again, G. Whitehead, Light and Life, p. 5 2. Argueth afreſh againſt Cleanſ- 
ing and Juſtifying by the Blood outwardly Shed. But whereas ſo much 
mention is made of the Blood Shedding, and fo much Vertue and Efficacy 
ſeems to be derived from it. 1 ask; is it not a Spiritual, Supernatural Virtue, 
Power and Efficacy that Cleanſerth, Saveth, and Juſtifteth? if it be ; how 
then doth it proceed from the Shedding of the Blood ontwardly ; (which Shed- 
ding by the Souldiers Spear, wasa wicked Man's Act) or from the Eſſence of 
the Blood, if it- periſhed, and be not in Being ? 

IV. Again, p. 55. He makes a new Perſuit againſt the Blood of Chriſt. 
And whereas we are accuſed with denying that Blood let out, to be any 
way Meritorious to Salvation. I ask, whether any thing is of Eternal] Merit 


and Worth that is not Everlaſting? And where do the Scripturcauſe thoſe 
D 2 E xprefſt- 
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Expreſſions, and ſo much vary about the Blood of Chriſt ; as one while to ſay, 
' that the Shedding that Blood outwardly, was the Meritorious Cauſe of Sal- 


vation; another while the word Shedding to be left out, and the ftreG1laid on- 
ly upon the Blood it ſelf, which the Souldier Shed, or let out of his Side. with a 
Spear, which was after be was putto Death, John Ig 33, 34; But then of 
whar Effet were the Drops of Blood thar fell from-him- in his Agony ? Another 
while it 1s the Body that was Crucified, and not the Spirit within that faveth ; 
for the Spirit, Light and Word within, is denyed to be the Saviour, by this 
our Adverſary, who does not know. how to ſtate his own Faith and Prin- 
Ciples. ' = 0 | ES ha 7 

V. Again, G.W. faith, p. 56. Light and Life; for we are not to. ſuppoſe two 
kinds of Saviours and Santtifiers, thatis, both a Natural, (whichis notin Being ; 
as is ſaid of the Blood thar was Shed) and the. Spirit which ſtill lveth ———1 
hope ir will not be denyed, that this Work'of Sanctification is wrought and ful- 
filled within by the Spirit, and that Sprinkling and Purging the Conſcience is 
inward, and then where the Blood 55 ſaid todo it, that muſt needs be Spiritual; 
for ſurely the Blood Shed outwardly, muſt needs have a Spiritual Signification, 
as well as the Water and the Croſs had; and: the Apoſtle Attributes. Waſhing 
or SanCctifying to Water, as well as to Blood, © 6 FE 


: 


VI. G. Whitehead, again, p. 56.1t is confeſſed, that God by hisown Blood 


x: 


purchaſed to himſelf a Church, As 20, 28. Now the Blood of Gad, + or that 
Blood that relates ro God muſt needs be Spiricual, he being a Spirit, and the 
Covenant of God & inward and Spiritwal, and ſo is the Blood of it, But our Op- 
poſer confeſſeth, he is as ignorant of any ſuch Blood as may be; and indeed 
ſo is helike to be, while he ſets himſelf to contend againſt the very MyFery 
of God, and againſt plain Scripture, Ats 26 28. Zech. 9. IT. : 

[* Here Note, That whreas G. W. hath affirmed, that we are wot to ſuppoſe two kinds of Savi- 
ours and Sanfifiers ; h: means two kinds of Bloods; by whith we are Saved and Santified ; the 
one Natural and outward, or Material, the other Spiritual and inward, &6y which he means the 
Spirit. It is plain, he wholly denies both Juſt:fication and Sanftification, by the Material and out- 
ward Blood ; becauſe he Argueth, there are not two Saviours and SanCtifiers; be means two 
things there are not, by which we are Saved and Sanfiified ; if by the Spirit within, then not by the 
Blood without. But his Arguing is vain, and beſpeaks his great Ignorance in Goſpel Truth; (for all his 
high Pretences to Divine Nluminations) we are Sanfificd by the Blood of Chriſt outwardly Shed, as 
the meritorious procuring Cauſe of our Sanfification, and by the Spirit of Chriſt inwardly, as the 
immediate efficient Cauſe of it, How ignorant is he, not to underſtand that divers Cauſes do concur 
70 produce one Effe, differing in kind and manner of Cauſality * But in contradiftion to what he 
has ſaid above ; that we are not to ſuppoſe two kinds of Saviours and Saniifiers; hs hath ſaid in 
his Antidote. p. 220. conceive I am not to be blamed, much leſs Ranked among Ranters (as G.K.'s 
Narrative, p. 25.) for aſcribing theſaving Work of Sprinkling the Conſcience, Sanfifying and Juſti= 
fying Principally to the inward Grace and Spirit, more than to the Blood Shed upon the Croſs. For 
by the former Citations it appears he Argued wholly againſt either, Juſtifying or Sanfifying by the 
outward Blood ; becauſe it was not in Being, and the Shedding of i: was a wicked Man's AF. 
Again, That he pretends now to aſcribe Men's Sanf#ifying and Juſtifying principally to the inward: Grate 
and Spirit, more than tothe Blood Shed upon the Croſs. Here he moſt ignorantly compares Cauſes of dif- 
fering kinds, attributing more to the one, than to the other ; which ought not to be done, when the 
Cauſality is quiteof a different kind, as it is here. For Chriſt by his Blood, Death and Sufferings, and 
moſt Holy and Perfe# Obedience , all comprehended as the Meritorious Cauſe of Men's Juſtification ; is 
as great a Cauſe in its kind, as the Efficient is, to wit, the Spirit or Grace in its kind ; both being 
h:ghly-neceſſry in diverſe Reſpe&s.] . V 

It, 


of the Chriſtian Faith Oppos'd, &C, 21 


VII. Again, Light and Life, p. 59, he faith + The Spirit of Qhriſt (which is 
- Eife) doth both Quicken, Sanctifie and Juſtifie the true Believers, fobn 6, 63, 
Tr Cor. 6. And that Blood and Water thar's ſaid to Cleanſe, is not of another 
kind, but agrees in one with the Spirit z all which is known, within, and the Ef- 
fefts thereof. - [ t Here Note, He will not have rwo Bloods to Sanch fi: and Fuſtifi: the one without © 


the other, (viz. the Spirit) within the Blood and Water, and Spirit are not of two kinds, but on?, and 
all within, and the Efr#s thereof; therefore how Diſingenuous is G. W. now in his Antidote ; 
2:0 allow San#ifying and Cleanſing to two Bloods, or Ploods of two kinds; the one outward viſible ma- 
terial Blood, the oth:r inward and Spiritual Blood, which is the Spirit ; though to this laſt principally, 
more than tothe other, Viz. the outward Blood Shed upon the Croſs. But till he Retratt the former 
Error, how can we believe him Sincere in the latter. 1s it poſſible that a Man can believe contradifie- 
ry Articles of Faith ?] | | 
VIII. Again, Page the ſame, G,W. brings W. B. ſaying, All things under 
the Law in the Type were Purged with Blood, and this Blood was Material, 
and not: Myſtical; and that Blood that Chriſt Shed, in order to the effeCting 
the Salvation of Man, muſt needs be viſible and material Blood. To this 
G.W.--oppoſeth, and puts a perverſe Gloſs on his Words ;——but he adds, To 
fay that Material Blood was * a Type of that which was Material this is to 
give the Subſtance no Preheminence above the Type; {eſpecialiy if neither of 
them-be Myſtical, nor in Being) or like, as if one ſhould ſay one Type was a 
Type of another. [* Here G.W. plainly makes the Material Blood of Chriſt s Type; as-well a; 
the Material Blood of the Beaſts was a Type; and though he labours much in his Antidote to defend © 
himſelf ; that he made not "the outward and material Blood of Chriſt a Type, by Reciting a great © 
many Words to no purpoſe, out of his Light and Life ; yet that Paſſage he altogeth:r omits where + 
the Pinch and Streſs againſt him lay ; to ſaythat Material Blood was a Typ? of that which was« Materi- 
-al'; | this (ſaid he) is to give the Subſtance no Preheminence above the Type ; or like as if one” 
ſhould ſay, one Type was 4 Type of another. Now this other Type, he will have it to bethe Material 
Blood of Chriſt, of which the Material Blood of the Beaſts could not be a Type ; and hz abujeth W. B.'s 
Words, by drawing a-wrong Inference from them ; though now at laſt G. W. in Contradifion to him- 
ſelf, grants, viz. The Types and Shadows under the Law, did both point at what was Material, and 
what was Myſtical in Chriſt. Antidote, p. 226, But ſtill heis ina groſs Error, to Teach that the 
Spirit of Chriſt in Men is any Blood of a Sacrifice, to make a continually rep:zated Ranſom and Satif- 
fafion to the Juſtice of God for Men's Sins; and that th? Blood of the Beaſts was a Type of any ſuch 
thing. Which falſe Notion of his is ſo Anti-chriſtian, that as he now purſues it in his Antidote, 
p. 232: þ. 233- $./234- 235-. He make: Chriſt's offering himſelf up in Men a Sacrifice, millions of 
times repeated, as oft as Men Sin ; and as many times. as there are Mmm, in whom he is ſo offered, a 
greater and more principal Cauſe of their Juſtification, and Saniification, and Salvation ; than the 
Sacrifice of himſelf that he offered upon the Croſs ; which as it moſt expre/ly contradicts the Scriprure, . 
That mentions Chriſt once to have been offered up for all; ſo it cannot but be greatly offenſive to 
Chriſtian Ears ; and is as Unſcriptural and Irrational, as the Papiſits Invention of the Sacrifice of the 
' Maſs. And the like Diſingenuity Tho. Elwood ſheweth in his labouring to defend G. Whitehead” 
inthis Point, from p. 119, 70123. Anſwer to N arrative.Only that I find he repeats thoſe Words G. W. 
emitted, but ſeeks toturn them quite another way ; as if G. W. perhaps might give a Nip to thoſe 
who held Circumciſion to have been a Type of Water-Baptiſm, p. 123. But this is a miſerable Shife 
for the Queſtion Stated in Terms was,whet her the Material Blood of the Beaſts was a Type of the Materi- 
al Blood of Chriſt. W.B. affirms it, G. W. oppoſeth it by this Argument ; this were to make one . 
Type @ Type of another ; ſo that it is plain he held the Material Blood of Chriſt to be the other Type.] 
L add to theſe Proofs from G. W. his defending S. E. The Blond ler out by 


the Spear, after Chriſt was Dead, was no more than the Blood of -another 
Saint ; and ſeeing T. Elwood doth earneſtly argue thatit was not Shed to.com- 


pleat the Offering, becauſe he was Dead before it was Shed ; it ſtill appears, 
. that - 
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that to them it was of no mare value than the Blood of another Saint; though 
G. W- at laitin his Antidore, ſaith, p. 224. He diſowns the ſaid Compariſon of 
the Blood of Chriſt with that of another Saint,and believes S.E. was not in the 
Counſel and Wiſdom of God therein. Burt was G. W.in the Counſel and Wiſ- 
dom of God, when he to defended that blaſphemous Expreſlion ; and poſitive- 
ly ſaid, he did not judge ir to beBlaſphemy? p. 58, Light and Life. And yet 
 thisis no Refletion on G. Is Infallibility. S 

And becauſe G. W. ſeems ſo earneſt now to defend himſelf, from having made 
the blood of Chriſt outwardly ſhed, a Figure or Type ; Let us hear him once 
more, in a Book of his, called, Truth Defending the Duakers, Printed at Lon- 
don, 1659. Tothat Queition, Did Richard Hmbberthorne well, in Writing that 
Chriſt's coming in the Fleſh was but a Figure? He anſwereth to him that made 
the Query. Anſ. Could Chriſt have been ſaid to have been. Transfigured, . if 
his coming in the Fleſh had not been a Figure or Example, till his Glory was 
Revealed? And haſt thou not read that he was the expreſs Figure of his Fa- 
ther's Subſtance; inſtead of which it is Tranſlated, he is the expreſs Jnage ? 
© [Not to notice at. preſent the great Impertinency and Perverſion, uſedby E, 
© Whitehead, to juſtific R. H,'s blaſphemous Aſſertion ; theſe Words of G. White- 
© head, plainly prove that he held Chrift withour to bea Figure ; which is -equi- 
<yalent with Type, and bura Figure; unleſs it be faid hedefended R, H. cone 
©rrary to his awn belief; and then where was his Sincerity ? 

But again, Seeing both G.W. and The. Etwood will needs have it that G.W. 
owned Redemption, and Cleanſing to Chriſt's material Blood, though not 
principally. to it, but to the ſpiritual Blood of Chriſt in G. W. himſelf and his 
Brethren, as being a more excellent Sacrifice, and a more principal cauſe of 
Salvation, as he hath now. diſtinguiſhed. -Let us again hear him; in his 
Truth Defended, p. 66. he brings C. Wade ſaying, That the Lord hath bought 
us, and Redeemed us with the Precious Blood of his Humanity, . and ſaith, 
your imagined Chrift, being a mere Spirit, never had ay Humane Blood to 
Redeem you with ; and to prove it, he brings 2 Pet. 1.19, To this G.W, 
Anfwers ; That Scripture haſt thou perverted, I Pet. I. as thou haſt done 0- 
ther Scriptures to thy own DeſtruCtion ; for there he witneffed to the Blood 
of the Lamb which Redeemed them from their vain Converſation, but doth 
not tell them of Humane Blood to Redeem them with, for that which is 
Humane is Earthly, but Chriſt whoſe Blood is: Spiritual, is Lord from Hea- 
ven; and he is not an imagined Spirit, but a true Spirit, And what fay'ſt 
thou to this? Was that Humane Blood which Chri#F faith, except a Man 
drink, he hath no Life in im, and which cleanſed the Saints from all Sin, 
who were Fleſh of his Fleſh, and Bone of his Bone ? -[xvze, G.W. here plainly charges 
* it to be a Perverſion, to underſiand Blood, 1 Pet. 1. 19. to be Humane Blood, and that by Humane 
he means Earthly, he tells 15, and :5 not Earthly and Material of the ſame ſignification. Now ſence 
G. W. grants of late, as in his Antidote, that Mn are Santtified and Redeemed, in part, 7, the 


Material Blood of Chrift, though not principally, how comes he to fall into the like Perverſion of that 
Seripture as he judged it ? But if it be no Perverſim, becauſe he now owns that material blood is there 


to 
. 


of the Chriſtian Faith oppos'd, &c, 22 


20 be underſtood, did he not father a lye upon the Spirit of Truth, to ſay, he writ this Untruth from 
the Spirit of Truth? Ana now let him Anſwer his own Objetion, Peter doth not tell of hnmane blood ;; 
why, nor doth he tell of material blood, which 70 G- W. owns to be meant, at leaſt in part, to belong 
zo Chriſt's Sacrifice. G. Whitehead's Chriſtian Quaker, p. 243, 244. compare with Truth De- 
fended p. 66. We really ewn and confeſs to the Blood of Chriſt, both in the H: ſtory and Myſtery.: 

IX. William Baily, a great Preacher formerly among the Quakers, whoſe” 
Works, after his Deceaſe, they have Collected and Printed, giving him great 
Commendations ; In his Treatiſe called, A Trftimony of the Light in me frons 
my Childhood, p. 22. But he is the ſame that Redeemed Man by his Blood 
(the Life) our of the Earth, And p. 23. Others of them (w:z. the Baptiſts) 
(among whom he ſaith he formerly went) with envious words ſtrived to 
get me back from them, telling me that I was fallen from Grace, and was 
become under the Law, and making the Blood of Chriſt of none effeft, bur 
I not knowing then the Blood to be the Life, and thar the Life is the Light of 
Men, though I was convinced in my Conſcience of the Eternal Truth, 

X, Again, p.577. to the Queſtion : Do you Quakers awn that Blood which 
was ſhed withour the Gares of Feraſalem upon the Croſs ? Do you own Juſti- 
fication by that Blood which was viſible? He Antivers p. 578. As for the words 
viſible Blood, and viſible Man, which thou ſo much ralkeſt of, in this kind, 
they are Terms quite beſide the Language of the Scriptures of Truth, or 
elfe I am very Ignorant of ſuch tranſlations. Again, having cited 70h.6.53. 
he ſaith, Theſe words of truth we own, and witneſs, but your word Viſible 
Fleſh, and Viſible Blood, which ye would ftrain us up to expreſs, to anſwer - 
your wills and dark imaginations, we do not read from Chriſt, nor his Apo-- 
ſtles in all the Scriptures. | | | 

XI. Stephen Criſp, another great Preacher, whoſe Works they have Colle- - 
fed and Printed ſince his Deceaſe, 1694. p. 160. faith, In his Treatiſe - 
called, The plain Path-way, 8c. And this Light in thee, wherewith thou art 
enlightened, is the Life of eſs, Fohy. x. 4. which he hath given a Ranſom 
for Man, and that was not natural, as ſome foo'iſhly imagine; for if it 
were natural, it conld not be a Ranſom for Man out of Sin. | 

XlI. Again, in his Back /lider R-proved (p. 192. Colle Ct.) faich, and then a- 
gain concerning the Blood that ſaves and does away Sin, hear what R. C.' 
faith in his 1t pag. My Brethren, ye are Bought with a Price, not of 
Blood of Bulls and Goats, nor Heifers of a year old, but by the Blood of - 
God, But in his 13 pag. he is of another Opinion, and faith quite contrary, 
theſe are his Words, wiz. Which Blood being the Blood of his Humanity, . 
as he was Creature, was that which did wich God expiate for Sin ; ſo now 
which of theſe two Doftrins ſhall we believe? [Note, he makes them two inconſi- 
ſtent Do@rins] that we are ſaved by, the Blood of God, or Blood of the Hu-.- 
'manity, or ſhall we {ippoſe them to be both one, and ſo God to be Humane, 
and the Doctrins indifferent ? R. C. will do well to clear up theſe things,or own : 


his Condemnation upon his Folly agd Preſumption, 
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XIII. W. Penn in his Rejoynder to Fohn Faldo, pag. 284. Juſtificth Will.Smith's 
"ſaying, Chriſt in us offereth himſelf a Living Sacrifice to God for us, by which 
the Wrath of God is appeaſed to us, and not only fo, bur laboureth ro con- 
firm them, p. 285. ſaying, that Chr:#+ offers himſelf in his Children, in the 
"Nature of a Mediating Sacrifice, and that Chriſt is a Mediator, and an 
Attoner in the Conſciences of his People, at what time they ſhall fall under 
any miſcarriage if they unfeignedly Repent, according to 1 fohn2. I, 2. 

XIV. And to the ſame effect, but more fully, G. Whitehead, in. his Light 
and Life of Chriſt within, p. 44. Iſhall recite the whole paſſage, though ir be 
long, for its ſervice, to ſhew what a fictitious Satisfaction and Sacrifice he 
hath ſer up of the Light within Men, after he hath oppoſed the Satisfattion 
and Efficacy of Chriſt's Sacrifice without us. 

As to that (faith G. W.) againſt. W, Smith, inthe 31 p. touching ChriF in us 
offering up himſelfa living Sacrifice, to that W. Burnet ſays, Then in vain did 
-our Dear. Lord ſuffer that Curſed Death upon the Crofs. Rep. That's a 
falſe Inference; for his fulfilling the Righteouſneſs of the Law within does 
not make void his aboliſhing, and taking away the ſhadows of the Law with- 
.out, but rather brings to know the Effect of his Obedience and Suffering, 
and the Teſtimony thereof to be fulfilled within; .as alſo his Offering is of 
further extent, than that of the outward ; for he made his Soul an Offer= 
ing for Sin: And he # the propitiation, not for our fius only, but for the ſins 
of the whole world, Mark, He s the propitiation inthe preſent time: And ſee- 
ing there remained no more a Sacrifice for them thar willfully finned, there- 
fore there daes remain a Sacrifice for them that do not wilfully fin, the true 
knowledge and living ſenſe of which (as Chrift does fulfil the :Law inwardly) 
appeaſeth the Wrath and Condemnation of it, and raiſes hope in that Soul, 


that has known and lain under the ſentence of Death within it ſelf. And © 


.did not the Apoſtle bear in his Body the dying of the Lord Jeſus? and did not 
he ſay, I fill up that whieh is behind of the afflittions of Chrift in my Fleſh, 
for his Body's ſake, which is the Church ? | Col, x. 24..Mark,. That which 
is behind of his afflitions ; ſo then all was not ended on the Croſs. And had 
not they an Altar to Eat at, in the Heavenly Sanctuary ? And could this be 
without an Offering or Sacrifice to Eat of? Or do any eat his Fleſh and drink 
his Blood, who do not partake of this Altar of him, -as a Sacrifice, or the 
.one Offering which ended the many? 
NV. Again, concerning Chriſt's Fleſh within being the Offering, and how 
ſlain, &c, Hear their great Apoſtle G, F. in a Printed Treatiſe called, Se- 
weral Papers given forth for the ſpreading of Truth, Printcd in the Year 1671. 
one-of them bearing this Title, concerning Chriffs Fleſh which was Offered, 
&c. p54. Chriſt the Lamb ſlain from the Foundation of- the World, - when 
it began its Foundation, then the Lamb was flain, then,the World was ſet 
up in Man's Heart, that he did not ſee the beginning nor the ending of the 
Works of God; and then Adam and Eve's clean Fleſh was defiled,and clean Bo- 
dies and clean Minds,when they tranſgrefſcd,and tranſgreffions entred, ſo came 
Sin 


A 


tte as Ct © 2 


of the Chriſtian Faith oppes'd, &e, _ 


Sin into Adems and Eve; and then the Body of Death made up in the Sin 
and Tranſgreſſion in Adam's Fleſh and Eve's; then were their Minds defiled, 
and their Spirits and their Souls came into Death, and their Fleſh defiled ; 
then came their Underſtandings to be darkned, and Chrit according to the 
Fleſh Crucified, the Lamb ſlain, that Fleſh of his which is a Myſtery, when 
the Firſt Adam and Eve's Fleſh was defiled, and ſo Death reigned from A4- 
dam to Moſes, &c. And when the Jews did tranigreſs the Law of God, the 
Prophets told them, they oppreſſed the Seed, as a Cart with ſheaves; and 
likewiſe the Prophets did fee Chriſt, which had b=en ſlain from the Founda- 
tion of the World, and bruiſed, which, Moſes David, Abraham, and the reft 
of the Prophets ſaw; that he was to Riſe, that Ged would raiſe him up, 
who ſhould come in the end of the Book, thar is, in the end of the Words, 
in the end of the Prophets, in the end of the Types, Figures, and Shadows, 
pag. 56. So the Belief comes into this Righteouſneſs, Chr:i# the Secd; for 
the other Righteouſneſs was held in the clean Part, in which was the Offe- 
ring ; ſo he ends and puts down that Righteouſneſs, who is the Riahreaw:e 
neſs, and that Part, and Eye, and Mind that ftands in ir, :ha: cheEy may 
come to a Thing chat's lower, and wnder, and higher, and over ii, and be- 
fore all, that is, the Righteouſne!s ic ſelf; ſo in this Hes the kciict: % then 
in the Life, and in the Subſtance, and in the end of all Types, p. 57. So 
chrough this Fleſh he doth Reconcile, and by the Offering up tis Bydy, his 
Fleſh, that which hath been ſlain from the Foundation of the World, and 
yet never corrupted; Which Fleſh is the Offering ; for, as he was God, 
he did not dye, and this Fleſh is a Myſtery, and in this Fleſh is the Belief 
that takes away the Sin, that never corrupted, that is, the Offering for Sin, 
and rhe Blood of this Fleſh cleanſeth from Sin, p. 58. Now they that arein 
the belief of this Fleſh, and Offering, ſee over all Offerings, to the begin= 
ning into the Glory which was with the Father, before the World began: 
For,all outward Offerings and Sacritices were given to Man after he fell, and 
the Lamb ſlain, which Offering is a Figure of Chri#, the Seed tobe brought 
forth and offered up, and he, the Top-ſtone, over all laid, to end and finiſh 
all the outward Offerings, and Types, and Shadows, and in him thete is 
none, P. 59. So through this Offering is the Reconciliation, through * 
the Offering of his Fleſh, that never corrupted, but takes away corruptions, 
and his Blood cleanſeth from corruptions, the Life read; and ſo this pure 
Fleſh, this Offering is ſet over all, which never corrupted, which muti be 
your Meat if you live, though there is more in all theſe things which is hard 
to be uttered, and cannot be uttered yer. | 
Again, G. Fox, in the Book called Sawl's Errant to Damaſcus, Printed 165 3, 
Pp. 8. faith, ——- And he that hath the Son, hath Life, and he that hath not 
the Son, hath not Life ; and he that hath the ſame Spirit rhat raiſed up Feſus 
Chriſt is equal with God; and tie Scripture ſaith, that God will dwell in Man, 
and walk in Man. As eu Chrift which is the Myſtery hath pailed before, 
[9 {G 
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ſo the ſame Spirit takes upon it the ſame Seed, and is the ſame where it is 
made manifeſt, 

XVI. Again, G. Fox, In his Treatiſe called, Several "an 
p. 47. Now, to all Dear. Ones, and Dear Hearts I ſpeak, The ſame Seed, 
which is Chrift, the ſame Spirit rakes upon it now as ever; And the ſame 
Seed paſſing into the Wilderneſs, and there is rempted to Luſt after the Crea- 
ture; you that are in the Wilderneſs witneſs this with me, and the ſame Tem- 
ptations even toCceſpair, and make themſelves away. 2. How ts this applicable 
ro Chriſt within? Can Chriſt within be tempted to Luit or Deſpair? 

XVII. Again, In the Book called, Some Principles of the Ele People of God, 
p. 20. G. ſaith, Our Church is in Goa, the Father of our Lord 7eſws Chriſt, 
which he Redeems with his own Blood, without ſpot or wrinkle, or defor- 
mity, or any ſuch thing; which Blood we feel in our Hearrs, Purging us 
from all fin ; with which Blood we feel our Conſciences cleanſed from dead 
Works to ſervethe Living God; o this Blood is witneſſedin us, and the excel- 
lency thereof, by which we come to know the force of Redemption. 


The Proofs out of their Books on the Third Head. That there is 
not a Reſurrettion of the Body that Dyeth. 


may forth, 8c. 


I. W. Penn, in his Reaſon againFit Railing. p. 137. brings Themas Hicks, argu- 
ing for the Reſurrection of the Body ; the Foys of Heaven Imperfebt elſe. To this 
W. Penn oppoſeth, ſaying. Ianſwer. Is the Joy of the Ancients now in Glory 
ImperfeCt ; or are they in Heaven but by halves? If this be ſouncquitable, 
that the Body which hath Suffered,ſhould not partake of the Joys Celeſtial ; Is 
it not in meaſure unequal,that the Soul ſhould be Rewarded fo long before the 
Body ? This Principle brings to the Mortality of the Soul, (held by many Bap- 
tiſts) or lam miſtaken. But why muſt the Felicity of the Soul depend upon 
that of the Body ? Is it not to make the Soul a kind of Widow; and fo ina 
State of Mourning and Diſconſolateneſs ; which State is but a better ſort of 
Purgatory ? 

IT. And p. 134. He brings T. Hicks Reaſoning. If the Jt in the Text 
be not the ſame Body; how can that be called a Reſurreftion ? for that ſuppo- 
ſeth the ſame. IJanſwer (faith W, P.) Ifa thing can yet be theſame, and not- 
withſtanding changed ; for ſhame ler us never make ſuch a ftir againſt the 
Dotrin of Tranſubſtantiation ; for the Abſurdity of that is rather our-done 
than, equalled by this carnal RefurreCtion. ; 

Ill. And p. 136. He puts this Gloſs on the Words ; this Mortal ſpall pat on 
Immortality, Thus, That we who are Morrtals, reſpeCting our Bodies, put off 
the Mortal part, andput on inſtead thereof Immortality ; ſuitable to thar 
weighty Paſſage of the Apoſtle Panl, 2 Cor.g. 1. We know that if our Earthly 
Houſe, &c, Which as directly (he faith) concludes the Change, not of Accidents ; 


but 


A 


of the Chriftian Faith'Oppos'd, &c, | 27 


but Bodies from an Earthly Houſe or Tabernacle, to an Heavenly Houfe or 

Building ; as even any thing can be ſpoke by Men or Angels, 

IV. Again, p. 138. Heargues thus againſt ic, Becauſe thar the Scripture 
ſpeaks of a Diſſolution, and no Reſarreftion of that which is diffolved, being 
Earthly, and unfit for a Celeſtial Paradice; and therefore hoſds forth a 
Building of God, an Houſe Eternal in the Heavens. Secondly, If the Body be 
the fame, it muſt have the {ſame Nature, otherwiſe not the ſame Body; bur if it 
have the ſame Nature, . it will be Corruptible feill. And p. 1409. he faith, For 

' our parts, a Reſurrection we believe, + and of Bodies too unto eternal Life. 

[t Note : But how, a ReſurreQion of Bodies ? which either they have already, or receive inmedi- 

ately after Death ; but quite other Bodies, differing from the mortal Bodies they rave, not in Ac 

cidents, but in Subſtance or Body ; as W. Penn plainly hath affirmed.} 

V. Again, W. Penn, in his Reoynder, p. 369, Giving ”=— _ nu I Cor. 

IF. 44, 45,46, 47,48, 49. I ſay this doth not concern the Reſurrection of 
a pg z os on of Men under the firſt and ſecond Adam. 
Men are ſown into the world Natural, and ſo are the Sons of the firſt Adam; 
but they are raiſed Spiritzally through him who is the Re/arreition and the Life 
and ſa they arethe Sons of the ſecond Adam, the Lord from Heaven, the quickning 
Spirit, Burperhapsit will be objefted, that the 47h verſe, The firſt Man is of 
the Earth, Earthly ; and part of the 9th verſe, We ſhall alſo bear the Imaje of the 
Heavenly , ſeem to imply a bodily Reſurrefion; bur let the whole Verſes be con- 
fidereq, and we ſhall find no ſuch thing. Who ſees not, that this is rather 
ſpoken of the earthly Mindedneſs, than the earthly Body of Adam ? 

- VI. G, Whitehead, in his Chriftian Qaaker, p. 353, Brings T. Danſon, ſaying ; 
The Happineſs of the Soul isnot: perfect withour the Body; its dear and be- 
loved Companion, the Soul, having a ſtrong deſire and inclination to a Re- 
union tothe Body ; as the Schools not without ground determine. Yide Caly. 
Tothis G. W. Anſwers, Both Calvin, T. Danſon, the Schools, and divers Ana- 
baptiſts are miſtaken in this very Matter, and ſee not with the Eye of true 
Faith; citker that the Happineſs of the Soul is not perfect without the Body, 
or.that the Soul hath a ſtrong deſire to a Re-union to the Body ; while they in- 
tend the Terreſtrial Elementary Bodies; for this implies the Soul tobe in a kind 
of Purgatory, or Diſquietneſs, till the ſuppoſed Reſumption of the Body, 

VII. Again, G. in his Light and Life, p. 68. brings 2, Cafis, ſaying, I 
appeal tothe Husbandmen and Farmers, who fow Wheat, Rye, Peaſe, &c., 
How the tame Grain, or ſort of Grain that they Sow doth ariſe, and grow up 
again. G., Whitehead Anſwers. I doappeal to the Husbandmen, whether the ſame 
Corn that is in the Ear of Wheat, Rye, ©c. be the ſame that was Sown in the 
Ground. For the Wheat, or other Grain that falls into the Earth dies, as 
ro the SubFantial Pars, And further, there isa narural Body, and th-re is a 
ſpiritual Body; as there are Bodies Celeſtial, and Bodies Terreſtrial - the 
Sun, Moon and Stars are Celeſtial Bodies; but Birds, Beaſts and Fiſhes are 
Terreſtrial. Now you might reckon hima very blind and ignorant Man, that 
ſhould pur no difference between theſe Sodies Celeſtial, and thoſe that are Ter- 
reſtrial; or that ſhould reckon the Badies of Sun, Moon and Starg, and the 
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Bodies of Birds, Beaſts and Fiſhes, to be all one in Matter and * Subſtance ; as 
M. C. hath done, concerning natural and ſpiritual Bodies. [* Note here, How falſe 
Nations and Arguments deſtroy their Faith ; as they declare themſelves very Blind and Ignorant in the 
gr. as Articl: of the Coriſtian Faith, touching the Reſurre#ion of the Body ; ſo they declare their great 
lemwrance in true Ph:loſophy of Bodies ; as if a Body could not be changed from Earthly to Heavenly, 
ard y:t retain the ſame Subſtance. Ani ſeeing they contend that the Change is 1n Subſtance ; 3t is a 
plain caſe thzy hold nothing of the Body that Dyeth, riſeth again ; for if the Subſtance be changed, the 
Body is every way, and m all reſp:#s another Boily, as much as James u another Man than John ; 
end by ther Reaſn ns, Chriſt h.1s not the ſame Body in Heaven he had on Earth ; for they will 
grant þ: had a material and earthly Body; which by their falſe Philoſophy cannot be a Heavenly Bodþy.] 
VI. Again, G. Whitehead, p. 67. Light and Life faith, But the + Reſurre- 
&tion, according to the Scriptures of Truth, and Teſtimonies of Cari, and 
the Apoſtles, we do believe and own, as recorded in fohn 5.21, 24, 25, 28, 
29, Chap. II.25. Matth. 22.30, 31, 32. 1 Cor. I5.34, 35, 36, 37, 38. and ſo 
on, 2 Cor. 5. x. Many other places might be cited, [ Þ Nite, whereas G. W. 
quotes theſe ſeveral places to let us know what Refurretion the Quakers own, one of which places, 
i Cor. 15. 37,38 and ſo on ; which Words take in the following Verſes, to v. 50. W. Penn hath 
zold us in his Rejoynder ; th. -l:t the whoke V-rſes be conſidered, and we ſhall find no ſuch thing, as 
to imply a bodily Reſurreion, b:t a chauge from earthly Mindedneſs, to a renewed State to God, 
through the Operation of the Spirit. Thus we fee how they deceive the unwary Readers, who would 
make them believe they own the ReſurreFion of th: Body, eccording to Scripture, and yet mean 
nothing thereby, but Regeneration, or the new birth here in time, before the Death of the mort] Body, 
And ſeeing this is the Reſurrefionthey-own, and no other according to the Seriptures, Cited by G. W. 
one of them being Matth 22, 3o, 31, 32. bn the Reſwrefion they neithzx Marry, nor give in: Marriage ; 
do not thry commit a hainous Crime, who Marry, and tontinte in a Married State, after they harve got 
the Reſirrefion? Their quondam Brother, "Tho. Caſe, afFed mere agreeably to his Principle, who 
R-nounced his Wife after he reckoned he was come to the Reſurreftion ; and whom TI heard ſay, all 
Marriaze was of the Devil ; and many know that it was his Principle, and of them that followed him 
in N. York Province, and Long lfland, and New England. ] 

IX. Again, G. Whitehehd, Light and Life, p. 65.brings Fer. Ives, asking G.W. 
Anſwer, To the Body that was Crucified, whether it be in Heaven, yea, or- 
nay. [To this G. Whitehead refuſeth any poſitive Anſwer ; which had he be- 
lieved the truth of Chriſt's Body that was Crucified, being in Heaven, he 
would, and ought plainly to have anſwered as a ſincere Chriſtian ; but inftead 
of aplain Anſwer, he fhifrs,) and asks the Enquirer another Queſtion. 7s it in 
Heaven without the Blood in it? And when 2.C, Anſwered, the Blood isin it, 
or with himin Heaven'; he entredinto the holy Place with Blood ; he raiſeth 


a new Quibble, by way of Query. What * holy Places, and with what Blood? 
[* Here he ſeems as incredulous of the Exiſtence of auy Heaven without Men, as of any body of Chriſt 
in Heaven. And he yet further asks a Quibling Query; Is that blood that was jhed outwardly in kis 
body ? Here let any Intelligent and Impartial Man, conſider, whether all this Quibling and Querying, 
do:h not plainly beſpeak, that he had not the belief of Chrilts body that was Crucitied, its being 
in Heaven ; eſe why did hz fo much oppoje theſe Men about it, that ſaid they lelieved it, and 
would know his Faith about it * Yea, he grants that the Principal Heads of Controverſie betwix: 
him and h:is Oppoſits in that Place. p. 65. were theſe. 1. Whether the blood that was jhed upon the 
Croſs, doth Juſtifie and Sanfifie * 2. Whether the' body (of Chriſt) that was Crucified, was in 
Heaven, yea, ornay? Now ſeeing M. C. affirmed it, and Jer. Ives alſo; andG. W. owneth that 
theſe two things were the Principal Heads of the Controverſie betwixt them and him; 'tis plain from 
his own Confeſſion he denyed them both ; which ſufficiently prove him guilty of theſe two Heads, as well 
as the other Quotations brought by me, above-mentioned, prove the Fun 

X. Richard Hubberthorne, a great Preacher among the Quakers, whoſe Works 


they hay@ ColleCted, ſince his Deceaſe, p, 121. col, And theſe are they 
| that 


of the Chriſtian Faith Oppos'd, &C. 23 


that plead for a Life in Sin, while they are here, and that ſay, that the Saints 
Glorified in Heaven, do yet hope for the Reſurref:0n cf therr bodies; and fo 
not come to the end of their Hope. thovghin Heaven ;1 hen as the Saints up- 
on Earth witneſſed the end of their Hope, the Saivation of their Souls, Now 
theſe may well deny Perfe#:cn on Earth, who deny it in Heaven; which the 
Saints, we, and the Scriptures do witneſs it in both; and againſt all ſuch who 
are not fit to ſpeak of the things of God, 

XI. Again, In p.119. And his Envy hath reached to Heaven, to prove that 
the Saints in Heaven are not Perfect, but wait for the Redemption of their bodves ; 
which now, if People mind the Scripture, there is no ſuch Uottrin in it, as the 
Saints in Heaven, have not received the Redemption of their bodies. 

Xll. Again, p.275. There is a very ſtrange Paſſage concerning the two 
Seeds, the Seed of the Woman, and the Seed of the Serpent; the Seeds (he 
faith) are but twoin the whole World, having each Seed its own body, and 
in every one, until the one be caſt out; and that every one of theſe two Seeds 
in every Man ſhall arife inits ownorder; the one ſhail riſe unto everlaſting 
Life, and, the other unto Condemnation. Chriſt the Seed made his Grave 
inthe Wicked, andinthe Rich in his Death; and out of that Grave ſhall 
riſe with his body untoeverlaſting Life. If thou canſt receive ic, thou mayeſt 
be ſatisfied. [ Are not theſe Words horrid Perycrſions of the Scriptures that Treat of the Reſur= 


reFion ? | 
Proofs out of their Books on the Fourth Head, 


That Chriſt is not to come without us, &C.. 


© I. G. Whitehead, Light and Life, p. 40.41.—— And as to that, 1 Theſſ. 4. 173 
Which W. B. brings to prove, that Chriſt ſhall come in the latter end of the world 
from Heaven above the Clouds, Now inv. I;. Its ſaid that We which arealive,. 
and remain unto the coming of the Lord; now I ask if they did live and re- 
main to a Perſonal coming of Chrift in the Clotids, yea, ornay? Or can 
it be reaſonably thought to be a coming, that is not yet, that they lived 
and remained unto ? And further, Fohnin Rev. I. Said, behold he cometh with 
cleuds, be alſo when he was in the Spirit ſaw him that was the firit and the 
laſt, and in the mia$t of the 7 golden Candleſticks, hz ſaw one like unto the Son 
of Man, &c. Now did fohn ſee him with carnal Eyes? Or was this coming ſuch 
as you expett outwardly? * Moreover Chriſt faid, the Son of Man ſhall come 
© in the Glory of his Father with his Angels, and then he ſhall reward eve- 
*ry Man according to his Work, Verily I fay unto you, there be ſome 
*ftanding here which ſhall not taſt of Death, till they ſee the. Son of 
© Man coming in his Kingdom, Aatth, 16. 27, 28. Lake 9. 26, 27. Now 
what is that Glory of the Father, in which his coming is? Is it vifible to 
the carnal Eye? And when was that Coming to be? Is it now to be look-- 
ed for outwardly? But farther, we do acknowledge the ſeveral com-. 


ings of Chriſt according to the Scriptures, both that in the Fleſh, and that . 
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in the Spirit; which is manifeſt in ſeveral degrees, as there is a grow- 
"ing from Glory to Glory. Burt three comings of Chriſ#, not only that in 
the Fleſh at ersſalem, and thar in the Spirit, but alſo another coming in 
the Fleſh yet to be expected, we do not Read of, but a ſecond coming 
withour in unto Salvation, which in the Apoſtles days was looked for. A 
gain, That the Dead in C5riſ# ſhall riſe firſt, we own to be an Effect of 
Chriſt's coming ; and know that there is-a dying in Chriſt, a being Baptized 
into his Death, before a coming forth, or riſing in the likeneſs of his Reſur- 
reftion: And if we be dead with him, we ſhall alſo live with him, 2 Tim. 2.11. 
And Paul to the Coloſſians ſaid, For ye are dead, and your life is hid with Chriſt 
in God, But now to prove theſe ſtates, what 'tis to dye with ChriF,to be con- 
formable unto his Death, and to partake of the Power of his ReſurreCtion 
Theſe things are hid from that Eye, and Expectation, which is Carnal, and 
only known to them that are come to the Myſtery of Faith in a pure Con- 
fcience, and to know that Power, by which the Faith of the Operation of 
Ged is known, and the Works and Effects of it, But at theſe things * blind 
and ignorant Contenders may Carp and Cavel till they be more blind, and 
plunged in groſs Darkneſs and Unbelief. 


* Here Note a few things, 1. That he calls them all blind and ignorant Contenders, who contend for 
this great Fundamental Articl: of Faith, that Chrilt ſball come in the latter end of the World, from 
Heaven above the Clouds. 2. That he expounds all theſe Scriptures above mentioned, of Chriſt's in= 
ward coming in Spirit in the Hearts of Believers, contrary to the obvious ſenſe of the Scripture it ſelf, 
and contrary to the Univerſal ſenſe of all Chriſtendom, and all Chriſtian Writers both Ancient and 
Late ; and if theſe Scriptures prove no coming of Chriſt from H:aven, outwardly, yet to be expefted, 
where jhall we find any other Scriptures to prove it ? Surely no where. 

G. W. 7s very diſ-ingenuous and unfair, by thinking to hide his groſs Error, in denying this Fun- 
a mental Article of Faith, by a Quotation he brings out of a Book of mine, called, The Way caſt 
up, f.131. Where I had ſaid, That Body that was Crucified on the Croſs at Jeruſalem, and is now 
Alſcended and Glorified in Heaven, which remaineth the ſame in Subſtance that it was on Earth, 
although it be wonderfully changed as to the mode and manner of its being, its being no more a Bod 
of Fleſh, Blood, and Bones, but a pure Ethereal or Heavenly Body, like unto which the Bodie? of the 
Saints are to be at the ReſurreFion ; which I thus further explain in the following words, omitted by 
him: For, Earthly and Heavenly are not ſo differing, but that remaining one in Subſtance, they may 
be changed one into another : So that, as one and the ſame ſinful Soul may, by the Operation of the 
mighty Power 'of God, be changed, ſo as to be made Heavenly and Pure, even ſo, one and the ſame 
Earthly body, may, by the ſame Power, be made Heavenly; and thus, in different reſpes, they are 
one and the ſame, and yet not the ſame, one in Subſtance, and yer not one, but another , in the manner 
of being. But how doth this paſſage, even as quoted by him, (though not fully as now I have done ) 
excuſe G. W's Arguing againſt. Chriſt's coming in the latter-end of the World from Heaven 
above the Clouds, and againſt his Perſonal coming in the Clouds, as 1 have jhewed above, and 
as I have quoted him on the former Head, where he ſaith, you might reckon him a very blind and ige 
norant Man that ſhould reckon Natural and Spiritual, Earthly and Heavenly, or Terreſtrial and Ces 
l:ſtial Bodies tobe all one in Matter and Subſtance. Here he plainly deny::h; that a Terr:Prial Boaly, 
and a Celeſtial Body is all one in Matter. and Subſtance, which (a5 he quotes me) Ihave affirmed, in 
2ny Book, The Way caſt up, Printed in the Tear 1677. 

IT. G.W. ſaith, in his Antidote, pag.205. In our former Controverſies on this Point, the Durſtion 
put to us, was nor whether the Saints ſhall come forth in the Reſnrreftion, with their Bodies of ſuth a 
ſpiritunl, pure, and heavenly Extra, as to be free from all Carnality, Groſneſs, Droſs, and Terre« 
ftrial Qualities, even ſo, as no more to be Bodies of Ficjh, Blood and Bones, but pure Ethereal, or 
Heavenly Bodies, like unto Chriſt's Glorious Body, according to G. K.'s and his Advocates Confeſſion. 


” Anſwer 
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' Anſ. if any of their Opponents held the Detrin of the Reſurr:Xion, of the Bodies of the Saints too 
Carnally and Groſly,was that,or is that an excuje for G.W.and W Penn to run into theother extreme? 
70 deny the Reſurreftion of the Body that dyeth altogether ; and to affirm as they have done, that 
the body that dyeth, and the body that riſeth, are two differing bodies in Subſtance, as James and 
John are two differing Men ? And not only ſo, but poſitively to affirm that the deceaſed Saints expeft no 
Refurrefion of the Body. This certainly proves, they did net believe the Reſurreition of the Body that 
ayeth, in any caſe, how much ſoever changed from Carnality to Spirituality, ſeeing the Saints, at 
Death, get all they expe, otherwiſe, as both W. Penn and G. Whitehead have argued, they would 
be in a Purgatory for the time. And to apply G. Whitchead's diſ-ingenuous and new Coined 
diſtintion, where p. 205. Antidote, he confelieth, He and his Brethren have objetted again 
the ſame Subſtance | as touching the Reſurretion Body] that is, faith he, the ſame groſs Subſtance 
and Bodily Exiſtence, of Fleſh, Blood and Bones, This we have objeft:d againſt. The caſe about 
the ſame Subſtance of the Body that dyeth, and rifeth, as now ſtated in 4ntiavte, p. 205. de- 
nyed and oppoſed by JF. P. Keith, &c. p. 133. This will make him fill more impertinent in 
his former way of Oppofirion and Arguments, as where he faith, Light and Life p. 69. I do 
appeal to the Husbandmen, whether the ſame Corn that is in the Ear of Wheat, be the 
ſame that was Sown in the Ground For the Wheat, or other Grain that falls into the 
Earth, dies, as to the ſubſtantial part of it. Obſerve, he does not mention one tittle here of 
the groſneſs, but ſimply the ſubſtantia] part : For the Queſtion put to appeal betwixt G.W. 
and his Opponent, was not whether the grain of Whear riſeth in his groiſnefs, or in all its 
groſs parts, that it had when Sown ; it had been very ridiculous to have diſputed rhat, or 
appealed to Husbandmen to decide it; becauſe every body knoweth the contrary. And. 
as ridiculous would his new diſtinftion be to that patſage, where he reckons them very 
blind and ignorant, ſuch as M. Caffn is, who ſhould pur no difference berwixt Bodies Cele-- 
ſtial and Terreitrial, but to be all one in Matter and Subſtance. Now, ſeeing neith:y M. Cathin - 
or other Perſon, hath been Inſtanced by G. W. nor, I preſume, can be Inſtanced by him, that ſaith - 
Bodies Celeſtial are the ſame groſs Subſtance, having the ſame groſme(ſs that Terreſtrial Bodies have ; . 
therefore this new diſtinftion of his is wholly impertinent, and ſufficiently demonſtrates G. W's difſ- 
ingenuity,that inſtead of acknowledging his Error,in a fundamental Dofrin (left the Quakers conceipt 
of his Infallibility ſhould fall) goeth about to hide himſelf at ſuch a Rate, that if this Rate of Liberty 
be allowed, the wileſt of Errors may be defended. And as impertinent is he to me, in his complaining 
againſ® me, again, and again, for leaving our ſome off his words in my Quotations, as where hs 
ſaith, in his Light and Life, 1 have left out the Q1cſtion, Did Fohbn ſee him with carnal Eyes, 
and of the Glory of the Father wherein the Son of Man ſhall come, Matth. 16. 27, 28. Luke 
9. 26, 27. Is it viſible to the carnal eye, left out, And in the Book, Chriſt Aſcended, &c. 
none of which (i. e. Scriptures quoted) is Jeſus Chriſt repreſented as a Body of Fleſh; here Blood and 
Bones are left our, which (he faith) 7s very unfair, and more unjuſt to render me an Unbeliever 
thereupon. But I anſwer, none of theſe omiſſions are in the leaſt material, nor ſhew any miſtake or 
wifairneſs in me: All Writers of Controverſie will grant, that if a Man quote fo muchof his Oppment's 
words as ſuffice to give the true ſenſe of his words, that's enorgh to clear him of injuſtice ; and when 
they fo quote me, though beginning in the middle of a Sentence, and leaving out thz latter part of it, 
as they oft do, if they quote ſo much as give my ſenſe, I blame them wot. Now to ſhew that theſe 
emiſſions I made in Light and Life ar? no-ways material to the prejudice of his Senſe, or of his 
Coule, I have ſet them down, and many mare with them, in the Quotation above cited; all which © 
meke more and more againſt him; and as for the omijjion, Blood and Bones, l-ft out, after the 
word Fleſh, it was merely accident al, bcing forgot, either by me in tranſcribing, or by the Printer 
in his Compoſing, and was wholly an ovgr-ſight. and had the omiſſion of it any ways prejudiced him, I 
ſhould have acknowledg'd it long before now ; for he has in two ſeveral Printed Books cried out againſt 
me, for this ſo ſmall ard ſo innocent omiſſim. But, pray, what doth it advantage his Cauſe to add 
them ? In none of which (1. e. Scriptures, as Rev. 1. 7, 8. and 13. 14, 16.) is Jeſus Chriſt either 
called or repreſented as a Body of Fleſh, Blood and Bones viſibly to come again. Now what gots he of 
advantage to his Cauſe, by adding what was (by an innocent over-/i71t) omitted? Had G. White- 
head believed that Chriſt would appear again in Fleſh, but withort Blood and Bones, he might have 
charged me with an Injury; but ſeeing he doth not believe that he will come again in that Body that 
was Crucified, which was then a Body of Fleſh, Blood, and Bowes ; awd that he not oaly oppaſeth the 
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coming agnin of fleſh, 9:024, and bones, but of body alſo, as underſtood of that body that was Crucified, 
it ſhews him injtirious 10 7 3 and that inſtead of cl:aring himſelf of -his vile Error, he but quibbles, 


as his manner 1s. 


Il. 7. N had ſaid, Chriſt Aſcen. p. 21. from Rev. 2.7. Thoſe that pierced 
him in his Body of Fleſh, ſhall ſee that Body wiſibly come again, Note, P. N. 
ith not, ſhall (ce that viſible Fleſh, Blood and Bones, in that place above 
cited, but ſimply Body ſhall ſee that Body viſible come again, To this G.W, 
oppoſeth, ſaying, Theſe are nor the Words of Scripture, but added; although 
to add or diminiſh, be forbidden, under a Penalty, Rev. 22.18, 19, Yet 
this Man's Preſumprion leads him to incur that. [And be yet further oppoſeth J. N."s 
True Chriſtian DoFrin in that place, by ſaying] And Chriſt in the Days of his 
Fleſh, wherein he viſibly appeared to the World, ſaid, yer a little while, and the 
world ſeeth me no more, John I4.1 9. [ Note, He brings that place, John 14. 19. To oppoſe 
3. N, bis ſaying Thoſe that Pierced him in his Body of Fleſh, ſhall ſee that Body vilibly 
Come again. And now he puts another Addition, and nw coined diſtinftion to theſe Words ; yet a 


little while, and the world ſeeth me no more, 2. e. That the world ſhould ſee Chriſt no move in 
that manner, wherein they then ſaw him ; that which they then ſaw of him with their carnal Eyer, 


7 hey ſhould ſee 0 more, 1.C. 4s 11 the Fleſh.] [* But firit, If ſach Additions be allowable, 
© 0 Man can be proved guilty of any Hereſie or Error whattoever ; for the 
© new Addition of ſome wordor other, that he may crafrily deviſe to bring him- 
*ſelf off, would excuſe him; as if one ſhould ſay Chriſt is not without us, and 
© really mean itas amply as poſſible ; yer with this Addition, as wholly withort 
*, ſo as notin any Wiſe to be within us; this will bring him off thar he is Or- 
6 thodox. | 

IV. And indeed this very Trick G. W. hath wſed; for whereas, in his Chriſt 
Afﬀtended, p. 24- He had brought in J.N. ſaying, By denying any Perſonal Be- 
ing of Chriſt without all Mer, ag the right Hand of God, butonly a # feigned 
Chriſt within, then Remiflion of Sins muſt die, and Faith alſo for want of the 
Object, Chriſt. [+ Note, Here 7. N. oppoſeth the ſetting up of Chriſt within only ; ſo as to deny 
any Perſona! Chriſt without ; which in that caſe, and under that limitation, 7. N. might well call a 
{-irned Chriſt within.] To this G. Whitchead Anſwers, This manner of Excluding 
Go#s Right Hand, and Chriſt to a limitation out of his People into a * Perſonal 
Being, which are not Scripture Terms, ſtil] implies him to be a Perſonal God 
or Chriſt, like the Anthropomorphits and Muggletouians conceit of him. 
| * Note, becauſe this was ſuch a broad-facd denyal of Chrit, having any perſonal being without all 


—>, Men ,in his quoting this Paſſage in his Antidote ; p, 207.4e hath Fraudulently put in he Word (as 


þ he po after the Wird limitation ; and thus he thinks to lick himſelf whole. Why ? G. W. doth not 
a:2y Chrift to have any being, as wholly without us ; for he is in us alſo by his Spirit, and Light, 
and Life. But tis was not rhe State of the Controverſte, betwixt F. N. and him, but quite other= 
wiſe, viz. That by denying any perſonal being of Chriſt without all Men at the Right Hand of God, 
' but only a feigned Chriſt within, then Remiſſion of Sins muſt die, and Faith allo, for want of the Ob- 
je#, Chriſt: So that F. N. doth not oppoſe Chriſt within, but onlythat falſe Notion of Chriſt only with- 
in ; and ſo denying him to have any perſonal being without all M:n. But, the Gloſs that G. W. hath 
put on ſis own Words, by adding (a$ wholly ) cannot be hzre allowed ; becauſe Chriſt in reſpe# of his 
bodily Exiſtence, or boay that was Crucified, Dead, Buricd, Roje again and Alcended, is wholly 
without us; erherwi[c either Chriſt's whole body 15 fn every Saint, or = meaſure or part of it in one, 
wid another in anther, as G.F. hath affirmed in his Great Myſtery, as above quated; which is 
tr poivle otherwt e to conceit, than as if agreat body of Gun-powder were Firzd, and the ſeveral Par 
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ticles of that Fire or Light be diſperjed into the Breaſts of ſome thouſands of \len ; and oy that di ſper= 
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fitn the body of Chriſt was diſſolved from being a body, having its parts united and joyned; but 8) 
its diſſolution and diſperſion into thouſands of parts, each part becomes the Light in every one; but 
what was the Light within on that Suppoſition, before the body was formed ? 

V. Again, He faith, p. 69. Ch. Aſc. And theſe Words, Chriſt in Perſon,remote 


in his Body of Fleſh, &c, And not in any Man. - are not Scripture but ad- 
ded ; what ſtrange Conceits and Limitations would F. N. put upon the unli- 
mited God, like the old Heretical Monks of Eg ype, called Anthropomorphits, 


Contrary to his own Confeſſion. [Nete, either G. W. here turns Eutychian, by con- 
founding the Nature of Chriſt's Godhead and Manhood, making the Mamnkood of Chriſt to have the 
Same Ubiquity and Infiniteneſs that the Godhend hath in all ReſpeFs; or then he ftill denzeth any Per- 
ſonal or Bodily Exiſtence , or real Body of the Mz Chriſt in Heau?n ; becauſe ſo to affirm, he Conftru« 
eth it to be Anthropomorphitiſm. But to cloak his own wile Error, that Chriſt hath net a Perſa- 
nal Being or Exiſtence of that Body in Heaven which was Crucified ; he will vil:ly repreſent J. N. 
as Guilty of Anthropomorphitiim and Muggletoniſm ; which held that the Godhead was a Body 
of an ordinary Size of # Man ; which I do not fins that J. N. 4id ever imagin ; but this is a common 
Trick in G.W. and Thomas Elwood alſo, to hide their own Errors, they labour to render other 
Men's Sayings, though Innocent, to be monſtrous ; as the Author of Satan Diſrob'd, in that Treatiſe 
hath well objerved. ; | 
VI. But that G.W. affirmeth that the World ſhall ſee Chriſt no more with 
carnal Eyes, isa further Diſcovery of his Error. For ſhall not Men living in 
carnal Bodies ſee him art his laſt coming, as really as Paul ſaw him with his 
Carnal, 5. e. bodily Eyes, and as the Diſciples ſaw him at his Transfiguration? 
But the chief thing oppoſed by G. W. was Chriſt's having any perſonal or bodily 
Exiſtence ; which becauſe he had not them, the World neither ſhall, nor can 
ſee it, either with Carnal, or Spiritual Eyes; for what is not in being, cannot 
be ſeen. And *whether this is not ſufficiently proved againſt him, let the 
Impartial and Intelligent judge, [*G. W. in a Book of his, or ſuppoſed to be hu, called, 
The Malice of the Independent Agent, Publiſhed ſome Y:ars after the former, called, Chriſt 
Aſcended (which was in 1669.) Seemeth to own that Chriſt hath the ſame Body in Heaven for Sub= 
ance he had on Earth. But Seeing this is a flat Contradiftion to his Dofrin, in his Light 
and Life, 2nd Chriſt Aſcended, until he Retraf# his former Error, we are not to regard what 
contradiftory Truth he hath ſamce owned ; for can any Rational Man hald Contradifories to be true ? 
VII. Again, G. Whitehead, in his Nature of Chriftianity, p. 29. Doſt thou 
look for Chriſt as the Son of Mary, to appear outwardly ima bodily Exiſtence, 
to ſave thee, according to thy words? p. 30. Ifthou doeſt, thou mayeſt look 
until thy Eyes drop out, before thou wilt fee ſuch an appearance of him, 
[ Note, Reader,It happened in my firſt Narrative, p. 4o.that the ward, as the Son of Mary was omitted, 
or left out by an overſight, either in me, or the Printer ; fir wich Tho. Ellwood ſeverely accuſeth 
me, crying out of Fraud and Falſneſ* for that omiſſion. And though I owe him no thanks for his faifly 
accuſing me, yet T owe him ſome thanks for remembring me of that omiſſion ; for it makes my Proof the 
more effetual againſt G. W. to have it ſet down in that Page ; which though it was omitted in that 
place ; yet about half a Page after, it is not omitted, but ſet down in its place. And Tho. Elwood's 
Prejudice againſt me 1s manifeſt ; who feigns maſt fallly, that I was correfted by a Quaker, both for that 
omiſſion, and to ſave thee, being then omitted ; and that upon that correttion, I was fain tovead the 
Paſſage right, 1 remember noſuci5 thing, and he gives no Evidence of it, but his own bare Report ; 
and for the words, toſave thee, 1took notice of the Matter and Snle of them (thonzh I aropt the Ex= 
preſſion) in that very Paragraph immediately after the Quotation, repeating G. W.*s words on: of bis, 
The Real Quaker, a Real Proteſtant. 4s if R. G. would necas have it, that the Saints Perm Wne 
ed under their Pollution, till the Reſurre#ion from the D:ad ; which I ſhzwed to be but G. W's bare 
Allegatiou without Proof. And where T ſhewed that R. Gordon's words ; That he looked for Chrift 
ro come in a bodily Exiſtence to ſave us, has a ſound meaning: ; becauſe the great Salvation, not from 
0 the 
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the Pollution of Sin, but from all the Effefts and Conſequences of Sin, which is its full accompliſhmeh;, 
will not be till then ; acording to which Paul ſaid, we are ſaved  « Hope. Now ſeeing G. W. aid 
blame R. G. fer ſaying he looked for Chriſt, as the Son of Mary, ©'c. This makes my proof the mare 
evident azainſt him, and proves alſo it could be no wilful Omiſſion of mine. And Thirdly, It proves 
T. El. a deeply trejudiced Perſon againſt me, and a falſe Accuſer of mp,for ſaying that he looked for 
20 coming of the Man Chriſt without him to Judge the World,for Chriſt can come no other we as Man 
without us, but as the Son of Mary ; he will not be born of anoth:r Woman to come, &c. as H.Norton 
&id prophanely Query. And yet moſt injurious and abuſtve is G. W. to me, to repreſent me, as if as 
much might bs drawn from a paſſage he quotes out of my Book, Help in time of need, againft Chriſt's 
coming in a Bodily Exiſtence, as could be drawn from his words, ſaying, after he has quoted my words, 
If G. K. may be cleared herein, I may be clear from and againſt his own Judgment unduly given-upon 
me. And this he would inferr from theſe words, —— The day of the Lord is of a truth broken up a« 
2mong us,and ye ſhall look till your Eyes fail you,and role within your Eye-holes 'ere ever you ſe: another 
day or appearance of Jeſus Chriſt to your Comfort, than what we the People of the Lord, called Quan 
kers do witneſs come, ansJyet more abundantly coming. Anf. To this I ſay, It's obivous to any" Ins 
telligent Reader, that whereas I ſaid they ſhould not ſee another day or apnearance of Jeſus Chriſt to 
their Comfort, but what the Quakers did witneſs come, I meant only Chriſt's inward appearance,which 
for Subſtance, and in Effe&, is one and the ſame in all the Saints, luch as I took the Quakers gene- 
rally to be ; but that miſtake I have before this Correfied, and publiſhed in Print, though I till bave 
that Charity to ſom? among them (who have not known the depths of Satan, and who do not hold thoſe 
wile Errors which I charge upon G. W. and his Party) that they are [uch. Therefore my words quoted 
by G. W. can give no ſhadow of proof, 2s if 1 had denied Chriſt's coming outwardly as the Son of 
Mary, 1. e. in his Glorified Manhood, to Judge the World. : 

VII. W. Baily, in the Colleftion of his Works p. 306. faith, I never Read. 
in all the Scriptures (as | can remember) of a third coming of Chriit, Per- 
ſonally in his own ſingle Perſon, or of a Perſonal Reign, beſides what ſhall 
be in his Saints. Bur I have Read of his coming the ſecond time, without 
fin unto Salvation, &'c. which the Apoſtles in their days did witneſs. And 
pag. 309, ——- Who (the Diſciples) never mentioned, as ever I read of, a 
Perſonal coming, and Reign the third time, or ofa third coming in a ſinglet: 
Perſonal appearance, as hath been imagined by many, &c. Again in p.'300, 
But methinks I hear ſome ſay (in their Reaſonings and Imaginations 5- 
what Body hath he, and where is ir, ſeeing itis ſaid he is at the Rizht Hand 
of God? This I ſhall anſwer with his own words, which he ſpake here on 
Earth, viz. No man aſcended up to heaven, but ke that came dewn from hea- 
ven, the Son of Man which is in heaven; he that hath an Ear to hear let hin 
hear, and take notice what * Boay that was which came down from Heaven, 
when Mary ſaid unto the Angel, How can this be, ſeeing I know not a Man ? 

[ * Note, Whereas G. W. ſaith, Antidote, p. 194. He doth acknowledge that Chriſt, as the 
Heavenly Men, has his own glorious "x5 Boa'y, wherein hz will come to Judge the World at the laſt 
day. If the ſenſe of theſe words of G. W. be taken according to his former arguings againſt it, both 
in his Light and Life, and Chriſt Aſcended, as above fully ſhewed, and alſo according to the words 
of W. Bailey, juſt now quoted, and which ought to be his ſenſe, ſeeing J. Pennington ſaith, Truth 
is the ſame, and its Principles the ſame, and his People (meaning the Quakers) ave the ſame. 'Then 
G.W. by ſaying, he doth acknowledge that Chriſt, as the Heavenly Man, has his own glorious pro- 
per Body, wherein he will come to Judge the World at the laſt agy, duth mean, that Chriſt hath no 
ether Body, but what he brought down from Hearven, and which he had from the beginning of the 
Creation, if not from all Eternity, which is flill the more confirmed, by G. W's oppoſing T. D. for 
ſaying that Chriſt, as he was Incarnate, and the Son of Abraham, had a Created Soul and Body. 
Ard FE. Burrough bath affirmed Chriſt's Fleſh #s Infinite and Eternal. E. B. Coll. pag. 292. And 
E. B. Collefion p. 305. He denies Chriſt to have two Bodies, one out of the ſight of the Saints, and 
z#other, win is the Criurch, 


Again, 


of the Chriſtian Faith Oppos'd, &c. 
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Again, how ſlightly (I think to a high degree of Blaſphemy ) IW. Bail-y 


hath Printed concerning Chriſt's Perſon, (and the Quakers who have re. 
one his Works do approve it,) take this following paſſage, p 307. Coll, 
or they (viz, his Diſciples) loved his Perſon for the ſake of the Frame and 
Quality of the Spirit that dwelt in him; or elſe, what was his Perſon (be- 
ing mean and contemptible) to them more than another Perſon, bu: for 
that which dwelt in him they loved him? Let none miltake, 1 do not flighe 
it, nor the Perſon of any of his Brethren or Children, as they ace p epared 
to do the Will of their Father. [ Is not this as bad as that ſaying of Sooinon Eccles 
That the blood [ of Chit] let ont by the Spear, was no more than the blood of another Saint.] ; 
VIII. Again, Richard Habberthorne Coll. p. 56. brings his Opp:onein ſaying, 
let them (viz. the Saints) not go forth, before the time, bus ab:de in New 
. Teftament Worſhip, till the Lord come in Perſon and call them our, and 


then they ſhall go out-altogether: To this he anſwers. How wany Souls 


haſt thou led into that Bit of Darkneſs, as to believe that Chr.ſt is yer to 
come in Perſon? Now the Scripture which thou bringeit, Marth. 24. 27. 
proves no ſuth thing, as another Chyiſ# coming in Perſon. [ This # his Fer- 
verſion of his Opponents words, that did not ſay, nor think, of another Chriſt 
coming in Perſon. And this R. Hubberthorne boldly gives the Lye to the Apo- 
files Dottvin, affirming, but moſt falſly, They did never tell of Chriſt s ſecond 
coming in Perſon, nor of his Perſonal Reign, whereas the Apoſtles Doftrin is 
fall and clear concerning it. And when Chriſt ſoall come in Perſon to 7udge 
the world, his Judging the world ſhall be his Att, as a m__ 25. 34 
Then ſhall the King ſay unto them; «ud v. 40, And the King ſhall anſwer 
And that this King is the Son of Man, ſee v, 31. 


Some other Proofs to be added to the Fourth Head. 


IX, W. Bailey in a Warning from the Spirit of Truth, p. 26. Whether that 
lace be near unto the Spirit of Man, where Chriſt ſitteth, ſecing the Apo- 
ftle did exhort People (while they were here upon the Earth) co ſeek the things 
that are above, where Chriſt ſitteth at the Right Hand of God, or whether 
it be at ſuch -a diſtance, as above the Starrs, or Firmament, where Man 
was neither created or appointed to go or (eek, or whether it be poſſivle for 
Man to ſeek and find that which ſaveth the Soul at ſuch a diſtance from 

him, yea, or nay? | 
X. 7ohn Pennington in his Keith againſt Keith, p. 125. He quotes me ar- 
Luing, For the ſameneſs of Chriſt's Body, in ſubſtance, what it was on Earth, 
and what it is now in Heaven, Did not what our Saviour Ear turn into his 
real Fleſh, and become Incorruptible 2 And was not his Body of Fleſh, yet 
farther changed after his Reſurreftion? To this he oppoſeth by another 
Query, Þ. 126. ſaying, Again, 1 Query, Whether that Food'(that according 
to G, K, was turned into Chris real Fleſh, which Fleſh was further —_ 

| F 2 . ge 
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ged after the ReſurreCtion, and became Ircorruptible as G.X . faith) be the 
ſame in ſubſtance that ir was before the change, and when Corruptible ? 
And in p. 128. he oppoſeth my undertaking to demonſtrate, how a Natural 
and Corruptible ſubſtance hath been changed into a Spiritual one, (he faith) 
he ſhould have added, and yer the Subſtance not changed, for that is the 
matter in Debate, [Norte, Here he will have it, that when Chriſt's Food was 
coanged into his Fleſh, that was a chanze in Subſtance: And again, whin his 
Body of Fleſh was changed to be a ſpiritual Body, that was another change in 
ſubſtance, which is a Two-fold Tranſubſtantiation, as groſs as that one of the Pa- 
piſts.) But obſerve bow he concludes, p. 129, What becomes of our Maſter of 
Arts now ? Had he not better kept to his Employ of Teaching School- boys, 
than thus to go beyond his Sphere of knowledge, as to draw fuch Inferen- 
ces, which would fetch in the very Beaſts of the Field; Fowls of the Air, 
and Fiſh of the Sea, to. become part of Chrifts Body and Fleſh in Heaven ? 
[ Note, This his Inference is his own fetching in, and argueth his great ignorance 
(but no ignorance of mine) as well as bis being an Infidel, in the great Article of 
oar Lord; Body in Heaven, that he will not allow, that the Food our Lord re- 
ceived of the Fleſh of Beaſts, Birds, and Fiſh, became any part of his Body, un- 
rill it was changed from one ſubſtance to another, and from that ſccondtos a third 
ſubſtance after his ReſurreFion, when his Body was glorified, and became ſpiri- 
tual, And behold bis ignorant reaſoning, which deth equally inferr, that when 
J. P. Eateth the Fleſh of Ox or Hog, he hath Oxen and: Hogs in his Body, otherwiſe 
the ſubſtance of the Fleſh of thoſe Creatures is changed to another ſubſtance, If 
ſo, we may ceaſe to blame the Papiſts Dolirin of Tranſubſtantiation, which they 
ſay is miraenlous; for now, by ]. P. his Stomach produceth many hundreds of as 
great Miracles every year, and thrice every day, if he as oft Eat Fleſh every 
day, or any other Food; becauſe, —_ r0 his falſe notions of Philoſophy, 
(wherein F know not that he hath any Axthors for his Prefidents, but G. W, and 
W. P. Men, in that Point, as great ignorants as himſelf.) Jn all Mutations of 
Bodies, from Earth to Graſs, * ao Graſs to Fleſh of Brutes, from Fleſh of Brates 
to Fleſh of Men, there 1s & change of the ſubiFance of the Body. or Matter, the 
contrary whereof hath been always Tanght, and is at preſent Univerſally Taxght, 
by all Maſters or Teachers of that Part of Philoſophy called. Phiſicks, ſo far as 
ever 1 did underſtand, and :s built on mot ſolid Reaſons, which I ſhall not here 
produce; nor ſeould 1 quarrel with their Ignorance and falſe Philoſophy, but that 
it deftroyeth their Faith of theſe two great Articles, viz, The Reſurre&ion of 
Chriſt's Body, and of the Bodies of other Men.] / 


Some other Proofs to be added to the Second Head. 


IW. Penn's Chriſtian Quaker, p. Io2. And as outwardly he gaye his outward 
Life for the World, ſo he might inwardly ſhed abroad in their Souls, 
the Blood of God, that is, the holy purifying. Life and Virtue which is io 

. him, 


of the Chri/ian Faith Oppesr'd, &c. 37 


him, as the word God, and as which he is the Life of the World, [ Note 
Reader, what an odd Nction W. Penn hath here of the Blood of God, agreeing 
with G. W. 4nd S. Criſp. They wll not have the Blood of God, to be the Blood 
of Chriſt's Manhood, bat that which is in Chriſt, as the word God. The Fonn- 
dation of which Error ts, that they will not allow the Man Chrilt (by Vertue of 
the Perſonal Union of the two Natures of Chriſt, his Godhead Nature, and his 
HManhood Nature) to he God,'( For W.P. ſaith in his Serious Apol, p. 146. That the 
outward Perſon which ſuffered was properly the Son of God, we utterly deny) contrary 
plain Scripture, the Word was maae Fleſn, and the Man Chriſt, that was bory of 
the Virgin us called in Seriptare, the Mighty God, lia. 6.9, And therefore it 15, 
that G. W. blames the term, Chriſt, God-Man, 4s Popiſh: Light and Life, p, 
39. And though they will not own the Man that was born of the Virgin, to be 
the Mighty God, yet they will have the Seed within them to be the Mighty God, 
as it prows up in theys from the Holy Thing, to « Child given, and 4 Son born ; 
for proof of which I ſhall quote a paſſage in W. Bailey, in hi Viſitation from on 
High, Coll-&ion p. 291.] So now this Chrif# was before the World (thar 
now is) began, and was a Seed before any Name was given to it, which in 

proceſs of time, (being begotten of Goa) was born of a Virgin, had a Body 
prepared to do the Will of his Father (as #t & at thi day,) but none knows 
him, or {ever ſhall) born but ofa Virgin (he that hath Ears to hear let him 
hear) whoſe Eye is ſingle, Mind ſtay'd on God, forſakes all, takes up the 
daily Crofs, denies himſelf, follows the Lamb whereſoever he goeth, loves 
him that had been Slain, more than all, more than Father, Mother, Wife, 
Husband, Children, Houſe or Lands, yea, or his own Life; theſe only know 

him Born, though once like Mary ſaid; how can this be, ſeeing I know not 
a Man (ſeeing I have no Strength, Wiſdom, Parts, or Abilities of my own) 

but the Anſwer is, as it was (be thou but the Virgin) the Power of the moſt 
High ſhall over-ſhadow thee, and the holy Thing which ſhall be born of thee 
ſhall be called the Son of G:d, This was Chriſt's Name in the Womb, a 
holy thing (read within,) and then had other Names, as Jeſus and Emanuet: 

Awake therefore now ye Shepherds, who have been keeping your 
Flocks by night, and look upwards, ye Earthly-minded, and behold his Star 
in the Eaſt, the Wiſe Men (whoſe Eyes are in their Head) have ſeen ir, and 
been led by it, #1 the Babe was found lying in a Manger, for in the Innthere 
was no room for him; he that hath an Ear to hear let him hear, Behold a. 
Wonder! a Woman doth Compaſs a Man, and yet ſhe is Cloathed with 
the Sun, - Was there ever ſuch a thing heard of? Bur this is in Heaven, And 
none knows it, or ever ſhall (as I ſaid) bur the Virgin, who is over-ſhadow- 
ed with the Power of the moſt High But the Virgin 1s ſubject to the 
Power of the moſt High, where Chriſt is known to be firſt, a holy Thing, 
then a Child given, and a Son born, which is Emanuel, God with us, a Sa- 
viour, a wonderful Counſellor, the Mighty God, the Prince of Peace =——« 
But that which may be known of God (or Chriſt which is one) is manifeſt 


in People, there he is, and i only to be fonnd, and he that hath ſeen him 
. (Who 
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who is the Son) hath ſeen the Father alſo. [Note Reader, what inconfs- 
ſtent things doth WB, here write of Chrift born within? First, Every one us 
whom he is thus born muſt be the Virgin; whereof he hath given ſuch a De- 
ſcription (as above mentioned) ascan agree to none but a Saint; and that inthe 
mot eminent degree Sanfified. But how can any Man be a Saint, andſo emi- 
wently ſuch before Chriſt be born, or formedin him? for to perſue the Parallel, as 
Mary was 4 Virgin, before the Holy thing was Formed in her; ſo Meu muſt 
be the Virgin, highly Saniified before Ghriſt is Formed in them, But how is 
that poſſible; is not the Forming of Chriſt in Men, th: Santtification 3t ſelf, 
or the canſe of it? To be ſure it cannot be the Effeft. Srtcondly, How can 
Chrif, thus Formed in Men ſo eminently Holy, be found lying in a Manger, 
there being no room for him in the Inn?Do the Virgin Saints entertain him no bet- 
but tolay him in a Manger, and grye him no r'om mtheir Hearts, but the Man- 
ger? Thirdly, Seeing, as he ſaith, this Woman Virginis in Heaven; is there any 
Manger in Heaven, or what 1s that Manger? Fomrthly, Isit not moſt abſur'd, to 
imagine how the Holy Seed in Meu grows from a Holy Thing in them, to a Child 
bern, whoſe Name is the mighty God? Canany thing Formed in Time, growto 
that Perfettion, ſo as tobe God? The Manhbors of the bl:ſſed Virgin, did not grow 
"wp to be God; but was God as ſoon as he had a Being, or Manhood Natare, 
by Vertue of the Perſonal Union, of that with the Godhead; but to imagine 
auy ſuch Perſonal Union (of two Natures) in each Saint daily produced, de 
NOVO, is fo feigh as many new Chriſt's, as there are Xen newly Converted from 
a State of Unholineſs, to a Holy State; all which carry in them great Inconſi- 
fteucies and Ab/urditics, Ut is true, ſome of the Ancients, as particularly Augu- 
tine, and long after him Eraſmus, have by way of Allegory ſaid, If Mary 
hid not born Chriſt in her Soul, as ſhe bare him in her Fleſh, he bad not 
been her Saviour; which Allegory they ſrzem to have grounded on Gal, 4. 19, 
Rev. L2, I. and Matth. I2.49,50. And in the ſame manner and ſenſe I have 
ſometimes uſed the ſame Allegory in ſome of my former Writings (which becamſe of 
the wrong uſe that ſome have maas of it, I wiſh rath:r I had not done) But 
there is 'avaſt difference betwixt theſe Ancients ſenſe of Chrit born within (and 
alſo of my ſenſe thereof) andthe ſenſe of W, Baily, G. Whitehead, and W. Penn ; 
all which make Chriz born without the Hiſtory, and Chriſt born within the 
Myſtery, Chriſt without the Figure, Chriſt within the SubStance, as is above 
proved ; aud as W.Penn's words above Quoted do plainly (hew his Senſe, mak- 
ing Regencration a greater Miſtery then the Man Chriſt, God manifeſt in Fleſh 
without us, and treating on Chriſt without, and comparing him to Chrif with- 
.inin the Gentiles, he ſaith, Tis ſtrange that ſhould be reputed moſt My=- 
. Kerious, which was the Introduction to the Myſtery ; and thoſe Tranſatti- 
ons counted moſt difficult, that were by the Divine Wiſdom of God, Or- 
dained as ſo many facile Repreſentations of what. was to be accompliſh- 
ed in Man. Some of theſe Tranſactions (to which W. Penn refers out of 
7. F.'s words) are, That Chriſt ſhould Die 4s a Malefabttor, and that his 
Death ſhould Reconcile God ra Man; which according to W, P, are as fo 


y many 
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many facile Repreſentations of what was to te accompliſhed in Man d 
What is this Reader, but juſt 2s I have ſhewed out of W. Shewen, and 
W. Baily, the Birth, Life, Death, Reſurreition and- Aſcenſion of Chriſt withont 
ws, and his Blood and Sacrifice without us, are not the Myſtery, but the In- 
troduttion to the Myſtery; and ſo many Facile Repreſentations sf what is to 
be accompliſhed in Man, viz. Of his Birth, Life, Death, Sacrifice, Blood, Re- 
ſurreFion aud Aſcenſion in ws, until he in us give up the Kingdom to the Fa- 
ther ; (that is, until we be perfett; which ſome think they already are) and 
then it is n» more Chriſt in them, but God, ail in all ; for God and Chriſt 
with the other Names, are but the mulplicity and variety of Diſpenſations and 
Opperations, according to W.S., throwugh which we are to travel, wntil we come 
into the Unity; as 1s abowe Luoted out of W. Shewen- Now the difference 
betwixt the ſenſe of the Ancients (tozether with my ſenſe) on the one hand, 
and the ſenſe of W, Penn, W. Baily, W. S. and G. Whitehead on the other 15, 
that theſe Ancients (and I alſo underſtand Chriſt born within to be the Alle- 
gory, or Figurative manner of Speech, and Chriſt without, not to be any Al- 
legory at all; but the greateſt Miſtery of all, next to that of the Holy Tri- 
nity; and though Chriſt within is a real Truth, and no Allegory ; yet to ſay 
. he is born within Men, is an Allegory, and figmifieth not any new Produttion or 
Creation of any new ſubſtance in the Saints, but a certain myſtical and ſpiritual 
Union betwixt Chriſt the livin; word, and the Saints ; the which Allegory, or 
Semilitude, - is not to be too far carried or applied ; but ſo fir as to panf: 
the neceſſity of our Being, mad: conformable to Chriſt in his Death, Suffcr- 
ings and Vertues, through the work of Santtification and Regeneration, 
And though this is a Myſtery, yet it is not to be compared to the Myſtery 
of Chriſt, the word Incarnat without ms, either to be equalled to it, or pre- 
ferred thereunto; as W.Penn expreſly hath aonc, but is incomparably inferior 
to it, They again, on the other hand, make Chriſt born without, the word 
made Fleſh, the Allegory of Chriſt born within; whereas much rather Chriſt 
born within, is the Allegory, or Similitade of Chrift born without ; and though a 
great Mitery, yet is but (comparatively ſpeaking) to uſe W. Penn's Phraſe, in a far 
differing ſenſe,but a Facile Repreſentation or Reſemblance of Chriſt born w:thour - 
us, in whom th: Fulneſs of all Grace and Truth dwells, and of whoſe Ful- 
neſs w? MI receive, and Grace for Grace, Ss that what was done, and accom 
pliſhed in the Man 7eſus of Nazareth without us, and his moſt Holy and Per- 
ett Obedience (ſo far as is iniitable by us) is that Original, and moſt excel- 

lent Exemplar and Archetype Pattern, according to which the Saints are mad: 
corformable and the Life of Chri$t in the Saints, is like the Life of the Tree 
in the Branches; but in the Man Chriit, as Life in the Root and Stock, Aud : 
as inconſiderate is W., Penn in his DiStinftion of Chriit without, being a ge- 
neral Saviour, aud of Chrif# within, a particular Saviour; Quaker New 
Nick-Name, p. 13. For he is as really a particular Saviour to us who are 
ſaved by bim, as he Diedfor us, Roſe again and Aſcended, as be is inwardly reveal- 
led in #5 , becauſe by the Operation of his Spirit in us, we are taught and enabled to 

apply: 
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apply effeFnually to us, the Vertue, Efficacy, and Merit of bis Death to onr particular 
Salvation ; ſo that we can ſay hz Died for us in particalar ; and therefore he is as traly 
ogr particular Saviour, as he Died for 14, as he doth inwardly eniighten us ;ſo that in 
both reſpefs he is or particular Saviour. Compare this oad Doftrin of G, W, W.B. 
W. Shewen, an4W.Pcnn, withthe Doftrin of Richard Coppin, in 4 Sermon of 
his, at Giles's Cripplegate, London, Printed, 1654. This Richard Coppin 
4s not one, called a Duzker, but a Ranter, In his Tutle Paze, He calleth Chriſt 
born of the Virgin Mary in the Fleſh, a Sign, his being bern in us the Subſtance, He 
takes his Text from ſaiah 9. 6. Unto us a Child is born, p. 4. Here he ſaith the 

Prophet ſpeaks in the Preſent Tenſe, and from this concludes the Prophecy then was 
fulfilled, that Chriſt was the Chiid then born, aud in all Ages was, andis ſtill to 
beſo bern. And Cap. 3.p. 6. He ſaith, Chriſt born of the Virgin Mary was but a 
ſign cr ſhadow of his being born in you in Spirit and Glory ; and for Proof of rhis, he 
moſt Blaſphemiouſly Perverts that place of Scripture, Iſaiah 7.14. The Lord him- 
felf ſhall give you a Sign, behold a Virgin ſhall Conceive [but Sign there, is not 
to be underſtood Type, Figure or Shadow, but Miracle; as commonly in _ 
Scripture Miracles are called Signs] And to thus he applies that in Jer.. 31.22. A 
Woman ſhall compaſs a Man, and ſo doth W. Baily. And in p. 29, He calls Chriſt 
born without the Hiſtory, and Chriſt born within the Myſtery (even as G. W. calletb. 
Chrift's Blood without the Hiſtory, bat the ſpiritual Blood within the Myſtery) and 
h: ſaith Mary i the Fl:ſp, or Human Nature; Joſeph & the Wiſdom of this Fleſh, 
and ſo be purſu:th his whole Matter; making Mary, Joſeph, Jefus, and Herod, 
without to b: all but Types and Signs of Mary, Joſeph, Jeſus and Herod within. 

Andltke to this of Richard Coppin,zs 4 Paſſage in Humphry Smith's ColleCtion, 
Hidden Things made Manifeſt, p. 2. For becauſe of Sin was the Lay added, 
ad ir was given in the Wilderneſs, where ſometimes there was want of Bread aud 
Water ; where were Serpent:, Scorpions, and matiy Tryals where the Figure of him, 
who was to Heal the Wonnd:d, and take away the Sting of Death, and ſave the Life 
of Man was lifted wp on bigh without them; the which Figure, or outward bodil 
Appearance was prepared by Moſes. And Chrift had a Body prepared him; both 
which the Carual Eye might ſee, and the Carnal Mind contend abogt, even asthe 
Devil about th: Body of Moſes. But the ſubſtance of the Figure, Chriſt the Light, 
God's Power being not received within in the Heart; and ſo fin (the Tranſgreſſion of 
the Law) remains within. And the * Figare, or that which the Natural Eye did, or 
may ſee, was, and u looked upon without, and that withont, doth not rake avay the 
Sin within, Andtheſe knew not the ways of God, who Sinned, tc. 

* Note, How he twice calleth Chris Body a Figure, and diftinguiſheth it from the SubMance and 
ſayeth that without, (viz. The Body of Chriſt) doth not take away the Sin within. Hors infead of 
 joyning the Body and Spirit together, for the taking away the Sin, he gives it wholly to the Spirit Fort 
Light within, and poſitively denyeth it ro that without ; towit, the wiſible Body of Chriſ. 
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An Anſwer to ſome foul, but mot unjuit, Charges of Th. Ellwood, 
and John Pennington againi# me; as being Guilty of Treachery 
and Falſhood, Fraudulent Dealing, Forgery, Per: erſion, abominable 
Falſhoud and Fraud, Deceit and Malice, in giving wrong Quota- 
tions out of their Printed Books, changing, leaving out, ani per vert- 
ing their words in the Quotations. | 


r \ fe the great Injuſtice. of this Charge may appear, and alſo my Inno- 

nocency and Integrity, I have pitched upon ſome of rhe moſt remark- 
able Places wherein they ſo angrily charge me, and ſhall lay them b*tfore 
the impartial and diſcreet Reader, to judge berwixt my Adverlaries and me 
in the Caſe, beſide thoſe out of G.W. and T. ER. above mentioned. 

In Thomas Ellwood's Anſwer to my firſt Narrative p. 134. He blames me 
for giving W. B. the Baptiſt's words thus, Neither did I ever read, that it 
was the Blood or Life of Chri#F in his People that we are Juſtified by; and 
thence paſſeth this ſevere Cenſure upon me; See now (faith he) the Treachery 
of thi falſe Man, in ſetting down the Baptiſt's words. The Baptiſt's words 
were theſe, Neither did [ ever read, that it was the Blood or Life in Chrilt, or 
the Life of Chriſt in his People, that we are 7Fuſtificd by, he leaves out the 
words [in Chrift] and makes it only the Blood or Life of Chriſt in his Peo- 
ple, whereas /faith he) the Bapriſt's words import a denyal of Jufiificacion, - 
not only by the Life of Chriſt in' his People, but by the Blocd or Life in 
Chriſt himſelf. 

Anſ. No Impartial Reader, I hope, will judge my Citation to be unfair 
or falſe, for quoting only ſo much of the Baptiſt's words, as did ſerve to 
ſhew the principal ſtate of the Queſtion betwixt him and G. W. which was 
not as if the Baptiſt denyed Juſtification by the Material Blood, that was 
- once in Chriſt's Body and came afterwards to be ſhed; for this, all afong, 
the Baptiſt did ſtrongly affirm, and G. W. did ſtrongly oppugne, but with 
falſe Arguments, as is above ſhewed ; bur the Queſtion betwixt them was 
this, Whether the Blood (which G. W. and others call the Life, and that 
Life the Light) of Chriſt in his People is that we are Juſtified by : So thar, 
it was not any outward or material Blood of Chrift, or in Chriſt, that af- 
terwarcs came to be ſhed, that W. B. oppoſed, bur G IW.'s Notion of an 
inward Blood of Chriſt that was the Light within People far Juſtification ; 
as will appear by a more full Qnotatian of them, as followerth. 

P. 42. He gathers an Inference from ſome words in S. E.'s blaſphemous Let- 
ter, thus, ; © From hence we may clearly gather, that the Quakers doreals 
© ly deny that Blood, that was fhed or let out of him upon the Crols, to 
© be the Blood of Chriſt; but the Blood they own, the Eye muſt be opened 
© to ſee within: And therefore he tells you from Heb. 9. 14. That it was 
© offered up in the Eternal Spiric, But I muſt confe's I am as Ignorant of 
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© any ſuch Blood, as may be. I have often read of the Blood he offered, 
through the Erernal Spirit, and that Chriſt offered up himſelf once for all, 
* Heb. 10, 10. But never read of Chriſt offering up himſelf iz all, according 
© to their Notions ; neither did I ever read, that it was the Blood or Life 
© in Chriſt, or: the Life of Chriſt in his People, that we are Juſtified by, 
« but the Life of Chriſt laid down, and the Blood Chrift ſhed upon the Croſs 
« for Mah, that is the means or cauſe of the Juſtification of Man,J Now 
chat G.W. hath oppoſed Juſtification by the Blood ſhed upon the Croſs, and 
wholly turred it to a Myſtical or Spiritual Blood witkin People, which he 
ſaith is not of another kind from the Spirir, is ſufficiently evident out of 
what I have above quored out of him, in his Light and Life, in divers 
laces. 
R Again, in pag. 21s, of his ſaid Anſwer, He chargeth me that I Pervert 
W. Penn's words to a wrong Senſe ; and therein abuſe him; for W. Penny's 
words are, All maſt know a Death to their Fleſaly ways and Religions (which 
word Fleſoly ways and Religions G. K. left out, ſee his abominable Falſhoaod and 
Treachery ) yea their knowledge of Chriſt himſelf after the Fleſh, &c. | 
Anſ. 1 deſire the Reader, for his own Satisfaction (that he may nat take 
any thing on bare truſt, either from T. E. or me) to read the Quotation EF 
made in my firſt Narrative, to which T. E. refers, where he will find, that 
the words Fleſ:ly ways and Keligions I have not lefr out, but expreſly put 
them down in their place and order, as I found them in W. Penn's Rejoynder, 
then quoted by-me, and by this means he will find, that the Falſhood and 
Treachery is not mine, but Th. Ellwood's who hath ſo unjuſtly accuſed me. 
The words of W. Pens in his ſaid Rejoynder, and as truly quoted by me, be- 
ing theſe « Seventhly, becauſe that Fleſh of Chriſt is called a Vail, 
© but he himſelf is within the Vail, which is the Holy of Holieſt whereinto 
© Chriſt Jeſus, our High Prieſt, hath entred, Heb. 10. 20, 2r. And as he 
< deſcended into, and paſt through a Suffering State in his fleſhly appearance, 
© and returned into that State of [Immortality and Eternal Life and Glory, 
© from whence he humbled himſelf, which was and is the Holy of Holieft 
© (then obſcured or hid by his Fleſh or Body, the Vail while in the Warld) 
* ſo muſt all know a Death to their Fleſhly ways and Religions, yea, their 
© knowledge of Chriſt himſelf after the Fleſh, or they ſtick in the Vail, and 
© never enter into the Holy of Holies, nor come to know him in any Spt- 
© ritual Relation, as their High, and Holy Prieſt, that abides thercin. And 
whereas I had made three Obſervations on theſe words of W. P. As 1, his 
ſaying, Ckrift has centred into the Holy of Holies within the Vail, and that 
Vail is his Fleſh, and that Holy of Holies is himſelf, what Nonſenſe is this ? 
Was not Chriit. always in himſelf? 2. Ris entring in within the Vail of his 
Fleſh, is cither perfect Nonſenſe, or it hath this Senſe, that he hath put off 
his Body he had on Earth, and is ſeparated from it. 3, Thar he ſaith, all 
muſt know a Death to their knowledge of Chriſt after the Fleſh, ir is plain 
from his words, that he hath this unſound Senſe of it, that they muſt know 
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a Death to the knowledge of Chriſt after the Fleſh, as that Fleſh fignifi- 
eth the Fleſh of Chriſt, as he came in the Fleſh, But theſe three” Obſer- 
vations Th. Ellwood will needs have it thar they are my Perverſions of IV. P.'s 
words; but whether they are ſo or not, I refer to the judicious Reader 
If he will be at the pains to compare the places, and coniider Th. Ellwood's 
words, how he endeavours to make it appear, to which I refer in his own 
Book; only I defire the Reader to notice W. Penn's words as truly cited, in 
the beginning of the Quotation, (which are as a Rey to the following } be- 
cauſe that Fleſh of Chriſt is called a Vail, but-he himſelf is within the Vail, 
which is the Holy of Holieſt, whereinto Chriſt Jeſus our High Prieſt hath en- 
tred, From this I obſerved, that according to W. P. Chriſt is the Holy 
of Holieſt into which he hath entred, for the relative which, in that Sen- 
tence, I can find no antecedent unto, but 4:imſelf. And though Chriſt's Fleſh 
is called a Vail in Scripture, yet I no where find in Scripture, that he is 
ſaid to enter within the Vail of his Fleſh, for both his Soul and Body, uni- 
red to his Godhead, -entred into Heaven, which is the true Holy of Holies, 
made without Hands; and therefore the Vail, through which he entred, 
could not be his Body, but the Viſible Heavens, through which he paſſed in- 
to the Inviſible Heavens. 

Again, in pag, 221. He falls moſt ſeverely on me, with his foul Language, 
ſaying of me, Whar, ſhall I call this dealing of his, 4 Forgery, Falfity, or 
Perverſion ? a manifeſt Perverſiou to be ſure it is, and that 4 groſs aud wile 
one What Man living can eſcape the laſh of his falſe Tongue? But what is 
the matter of this ſevere Charge? Why, G. X. (he faith) pretending to re- 
peat my words, leaves out that Clauſe, He had bowed his Head and given up 
the GhoZt, \ | 5.5 

© Anſ. 1 did not pretend to repeat all his words, but had ſaid expreſſy, 
© Narrative pag. 60. I ſhall only now make an Index of ſome of his vile and 
« oroſs Errors, contained in his laſt Book, called, 7rath Defended, 1. The 
© Blood that came out of Chriſt's Side, its Shedding was not done to com- 
« plete the Offering, becauſe before that Chriſt ſaid Conſammetum et, it is 
« finiſhed. This I itill charge to be an Error, and one at leaſt of his Argu- 
© ments (as I did apprehend him,) for his Afﬀertion was, for he had pronoun- 
© ced that great word Conſummataum et, it 15 Finiſhed ; his word for (as 
© ſeemed to me) ſhews he made the ſaying i* wa Finihedan Argument,thar 
© the Blood that came out of Chriſt's Side,its Shedding was not done to com- 
© plete the Offering. This he had poſitively affirmed; however, that the 
< piercing of Chriſt s Side he did not believe was done ro complete the Offe- 
© ring, P. 99. Truth Defended: The which vile Error of T. Ellwood is effeftu- 
« ally refured in the Book called Sztan Di/rob'd, p. 19. 20. to which | refer 
© the Reader. Thus I hope the Impartial Reader will (ce how unjuftly T; E, 
© hath fallen ſo foully upon me. | 

Again, in pag. 222. He blames me for changing his words, from the gifc 
of the Promiſed Seed, to the gift of the Divine Grace or Power within,which 


(he ſaith) quite alters the Senfe of the place. | 
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Anſ. Reader, For thy Sarisfattion, that thou mayeſt ſte my Innocency, 
and his Injuſtice, I ſhall ſer down my Words, as Quoted by him, in his Tr#th 
Defend:d, p. 120. * Though Chriſt did nor become the Seed of the Woman, 
*according to the Senſe of thar place of Scripture, Gen. 3. Until the fulneſs of 
© Time, that he was made ofa Woman; yet ſceing that Divine Power that in- 
*wardly did deſtroy the Power of Sin andSatanin true Believers in him that was 
© promiſed to come, was the real Power ofhim that was to come, and vhe Gift 
© of it, was the real purchaſe of his moſt holy and perfect Obedience unto 
© Death, when he came; it is truly ſaid, that he bruiſed the Serpents Head in 
*all true believers in all Ages. To this he replyeth, This is ſo Obſcure a Paſſage, 
andſo intricately worded, that though 1 wnder5tand Engliſh pretty well, I do not well 
know how to underſtand this, unleſs he means that Chriſt as he was Man, made of a 
Woman; in the fulneſs of time did bruiſe the Serpents Head in true belicucrs in all 
Ages, before he was made of a Woman ; and that the Gift of the promiſed Seed was not 4 
free Gift, or did not proceed from the free Love of God to Man / yn? to John 3. 16. 
God fo loved the World, &c.) But was the real Parchaſe of Chriſt's moſt holy and per- 

ett Obedience unto Death when he came. Where Note, That the Vice whereof he 
moſt unjuſtly blamed me, he is guilty of himſelf; for the words which were Ori- 
ginally mine, as Quoted by him, .I did keep too, and reſcue from his change 
which he made of them, to the Gift of the promiſed Seed. Now can any Man blame 
me for adhering to my own words, which he had adulterated and changed?My 
words, the Gift of it, have wholly a Relation to the Divine Power that inward- 
ly did deſtroy the Power of Sin and Satanin true Believers. And though he 
pretends ſo well to know Engliſh, and knows not well how to underſtand that 
Paſſage, which he calls ſo obſcure; yet whatever Knowledge he has of Eng- 
liſh, (of which he ſeems vain) his both Injuſtice and Ignoranceis manifeſt by 
his words; firſt, his Injuſtice in changing my words, and when changed, in 
not keeping to my Senſe; for though he changed my words, yet I reckoned 
he kept-to my Senſe, which now he denyeth, and will not allow the Gift of the 
promiſed Seed (which are his change of my words) to fignifie the Divine Grace 
or Power that was given inwardly of God, for Chriſt's ſake, as he was to come 
and perform that moſt Holy Obedience when he came. Burt to deteCt yer 
more his Fallacy, by the Gift of the promiſed Seed , he means it ſeems the 
viſible Man Chriſt, as he was born of the Virgin; as when by the City of -Lon- 
don, is meant Londen, the City ; and thus he has Conſtrued my words ; as if 
'L meant thar the viſible Man Chriſt, was the Gift of the viſible Man Chriſt, and 
the Purchaſe of his Obedience ; which is a manifeſt Perverſion of his, not any 
Perverſion of mine z but the Gift of the promiſed Seed, may ſignitie the Gift, that 
is, the Divine Grace and Power that Men have by the promiſed Seed, viz; The 
Man Chrift born of the Virgin ; as the Grace of Chriſt ſignifiecth one thing, / and 
Chriſt another, and in this Senſe I underſtood the words of the promiſed Seed; 
Secondly, His Ignorance is evident, that he doth not underftand how, accord- 
ing to my plain Engliſh words, any inward Grace, or Divine Powerthat the 
Faithful had before Chriſt came in the Fleſh, was the real Purchafe of Chriſt's 
moſt Holy Obedience when he came, as well as the Remitlion of Sin was to all 
the 
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the Faithful before he came. For a Moral Effet can be before a Moral 
Cauſe, and oft is, though a Phyſical cannot,as I Anſwered to G.Whitchead,when 
he Argued againſt me, before many Witneſſes at London, 1694. at a Meeting 
in Grace- Church-Street, for ſaying any Light within, or Grace that Men have 
in any age of the World, it was the Effect of Chriſt's Obedience when he came, 
Bur ſaid G, W. Men had Light and Grace within, before Chriit came to per- 
form that Obedience; can the Eff=& be before the Cauſe? And by the 
like Argument, he may deny that ary had Remiſſiyn of Sin for Chriſt's 
Caule before he came; as Iknow ſome that have denyed it by the lame Ar-. 
gUuUment, | 

Again, Pp. 144- of his faid Anſwer to my firſt Narrative. For my ſaying : 
G. W. in his latter Writings, owns that Chrilt's Body that roſe.is the ſame wirk 
his Body that Suffered; he thus chargeth me, Here he uſes the Word latter, 
deceitfully and maliciouſly, to infinuare, as if G. Whiteh:ad had not owned 
this, till now of late ; Quoting the Book, Malice of the Tnd:pexdent Agent. That 
he confeſſeth was Writin the Tear 1678, and he denyeth not tobe G. White- 
head's. Anſwer, But ſee Reader, whether the Deceit and Malice is T. Elwood's, 
and not mine. The Proofs I brought out of G Whitchead's Chritt Aſcended, 
[That Chriſt has not any Perſonal Being without us in Heav.n, CoHarging it to be An- 
thromorphitiſm, and Muggl:toniſm, for any to hold that he hath] were Printed in 
| the Year 1669, And his Book, the Light and Life, out of which I have brought 

my Proofs, thatThriſt had not that Body in Heaven that Suffered on Earth, 
(See the foregoing Quotations on the 34. and 4th Heads) was Printed 1468, 
as the Title Pages ſhew, and his 3d. Book, the Natire of Chritianity, was Print 
ed1671, Outof which I proved that G. Whitehead did Argue againſt Chriſt 
his having any bodily Exiſtence mm Heaven outward!7, p. 41. Now can Thomas 
Elwood be ſo bad an Accountant, or Arithmetician, as not to know that 1678, 
the Date of the Malice of the Independent Agent, is 7 Years latter than 1677, . 
the Date of the Nature of Chriſtianity ; and that 1669, the Date of Chriſt Aſ- 
cended, is9 Years latter, and 1668, the Date of Zight and Life is 10 Years - 
latter ; aml therefore to be accuſed of Deceit and Malice, for {ſaying what I 
have ſufficiently proved, and which the words of the Books, and their Dates - 
ſufficiently prove 2 Is it not manifeſt, that theſe ſevere Charges againſt me 
without any juſt Ground, proceed from deep Prejudice ; and where he and his. 
Brethren cannot find a Fault, they will make one, the moreto abuſe me? _ 
' Again, fohn Pennington, in his Fig Leaf, 8c. p. 92. Chargeth me with Frau- 
dulent Dealing, in Quoting ſome words of W, Penn, out of his Sersolus Apology, 
becauſelI had Quoted them thus ; That Man, or outward Perſon that Suffered 
at Zeruſalem, is not properly the Son of God, Whereas the words as Zohy 
Pennington Quotes them, are thus: That the outward Perſon which Suffered, 
was properly the Son of God; wedeny, Judge Reader, Where is the Frau- 
dulent Dealing here ? ls there any rea difference of the Senſe, betwixct 
my Quoting and his ? I wellremember when Quoted that Paſſage, I had not 


W. Penn's Serious Apology by me ; butl knew I had ſo much of his words in my 
Remem- 
p 
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Remembrance that could give the true Senſe of them, and all the change is 
in meer Circumſtance. If}. P. can ſhew me that the outward Perſon, was not 
a Man, I willown my Miſtake and Failure. And it is plain by uſing the Di(- 
junQtive, or ; I reckoned Man and outward Perſon, ſynonimous, as generally 
Men ſo reckon; and though the Soul is the more principal part, yer the Body 
is a true and proper part, and by outward Perſan is meant both Soul and Body. 
And when one buyeth a Slave, he buyetha living Man, having both Soul and 
Body ; and if the ſimple omiſſion, or changing of a word, nor altering the 
Senſe, is Fraudulent Dealing, ohn Pennington is much more guilty, who hath 
left out the word atterly; W. P's words being, that the outward Perſon which 
Snffered, was properly the Son of God, we utterly d:ny. Is not W. Penn here a great- 
er Unbeliever than the Roman Centurion; who ſaid of the Man, or outward Per- 
ſon that Suffered [Beath, Mat. 27. 54. Together with others preſent;werily this was 
the Son of God, And doth not the Scripture ſay, As 3. 15. Tet killed the Prince of 
Life? Or doth W.P. think that his Wiſdom hath taught him to ſpetk more proper- 
ly, than the Holy Ghoſt taught Peter and the Apoſtles? Seeing that viſible 
Man, or outward Perſon had noimmediate Farher, but God ; was he not truly 
and properly the Son of God, according to his Generation in the Fulneſs of 
Time, as he was alſo the Son of God by Eternal Generation, before ail Ages ; 
and yet but one Son of God? But f. Pennington here, inſtead of proving me 
guilty of Fraudulent Dealing, proveth himſelf guilty ofit, by a falſe Quotati- 
on, he gives of W. P. Saying that Teſtimony was born by W, P. That be who ſuf- 
fered was Chriſt the Sou of the moſt high God, but no ſuch words dol find in that 
place ; the true Quotation being this ; that he that laid down his Life, and ſuf 
fered his Body to be Crucified by the Jews, without the Gates of Jeruſalem, 
Chrift the only Son of the moſt high Gad, And thus f. P. at firſt Quotes him; but - 
though W. P. faith, he that ſuffered his Body to be Crucified, was Chriſt the 
Son of the moſt high God; yet he doth not ſay, he who Suffered was Chriſt 
The difference of theſe two Sayings is great, as to ſay, God the Father ſuffer- 
ed Chriſt's Body to be Crucified; it will not thence follow, that he who Suffered 
was God the Father : Ofthe ſame Tendency is, p. 62. Light and Life. That of 
G. W.s juſtifying that Antichriſtian Afſertion ; thar Chriſt was never ſeen wich a 
carnal Eye, contrary to Chriſt's own words, f0hn 6, 36. Thus Reader, I have 
given thee a ſufficient Taſt of theſe Men's Injuſtice, in ſo falſly accuſing me; 
whereof 1 could give many other Inſtances; bur that ſo to do would be 
tedious, but according to the Proverb, the Bear may be known by his Foor. 


» 4 Copy 


of the Chriſtian Faith Oppos'd, &e._ 55 


A Copy of a Letter from William Penn to George Keith, Briſtol, the 
16th of the 2d Month, 1698, | 


George Keith, 
«FT isſome Surpriſe, thou ſhould it be unwilling, after thy many Summons 
* | andChallenges, to meer me at a Select Meeting in my particular Caſe, 
* when thou ſeeineſt by thy General Letter, to propoſe a Selett one for us All, 
© that thou haſt Summoned to appear at Terners Hall. 
* The Excuſe thou giveſt, looks to me not ſo Candid as might have been ex- 
*pected trom a Man of thy Pretences, ſince what Injury thou ſuppoſeſt I have: 
done, might by the Report of ſuch a Meeting have been Repaired, as Credi- 
© bly asif a greater Number of Wirnefſes. For if thou art only to be Righted, 
* as publickly as thou thinkeſt thou wert Wronged, no lefs Number than what 
© was there, if any other Perſons, or Place ought to fatishe thee. But when 
© thou calleſt to mind how publickly thou haſt Staged and Condemned us, for 
© the worſt of Kereticks, without any Limitation of Number, or Regard to 
*Qualitications of Perſons, or our Conſent at all ro ſuch a Meeting, Citing us, 
* Arraigning and Condemning us not only Arbitrarily, bur withour a Copy of 
* our Inditment ; naming to us neither che Subject of thy Exceptions, nor the 
©Books out of which thou takeſt them, and leſs, the Paſſages attack'd and OP= 
*pugn'd by thee, But that which augments my Wonder, is, That for all the 
* Wrongs thou haſt, or may'ſt commit ag+init me, thou thinkeſt Iought ro be 
© fatisfied with a Select Meeting of equal Choice, in order to Right me. Now 
* I cannot underſtand, why itis notas reaionable for me to propoſe a Sele& 
* Meeting, equally choſen, in order to hear thy Exceptions againſt me, as for 
© thee to propoſe ſuch an one, after thou haſt, in my Opinion, Injured me in 
© order to make me Satisfaction. Is not Prevention better than the Diffi- 
© culry of a Cure? But would'ſt thou be willing we ſhould chuſe arbitrators 
© as thou calleſt them) for thee, as thon haſt done for us? Or would'ſt thou 
© think us equal and fair (if we were to chufe) to pick out thoſe that have-pre- 
© judg'd thy Caſe? Thar believe thee Erroneous, and that are ofa Church that 
© has perſecuted thee, and who are of the Sentiment, if not of the Charity to- 
« wards thee, that the Rattle-Snake Man is towards us, But by thy laſt Let- 
© ter it {ſcems to me, as if thoudidit deftgn not ro have us preſent; and indeed 
*in thy former Letters alſo, by making the Conditions ſo unequal; or rather 
© in allowing us none at all, and ſo putting us beyond a poſhbility of comply- 
<*ing with thee. For who was ever thought a fair Adverſary, that refuſed the 
* Perſons charged any ſhare abour Time, Place, or Auditory? Or a Copy of 
© the Matters to be exhibited againſt them? Should we treat all ſorts of Ad- 
« verſaries at this rate, and every Party of Protettants one another, that have 
© Differences and Controverſies about them;what a State of Confuſion and Strife, 


© as well as [njuſtice, wauld the Nation be in ? But I fear thou car'ſt not — 
| © thon 
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© thou doſt tobe revenged upon ſome of the People, called Quakers ; and indeed, 
*.upan all of them, and their Profetſion too, for their ſakes, becauſe they could 
© not diſſemble with their own Conſciences, in winking at thy Proceedings z 
© fo unlike thy former Principles and Conduct, when thou wert as good a Man, 
* andas much thy ſelf, as thou haſt been ſince every Jot. O, George Keith ! "ris 
© hard'for thee to kick againit all theſe Pricks! The Lord give thee Repentance, 
«that through a deep and effeCtual Sorrow, thou may it be forgiven thy ver 

© heinous Offences, and be reitored to the Flock of God, that thou art fo ſadly 
© gone aſtray from, ifnot too late. This is the fervent deſire of (I think, I may 
ay) the moſt evilly entreated of all thy old Friends, and yet thy well wiſhing 
©Friend for all that, 


Willam Penn, 


4 Letter from George Keith to Williant Penn, in Anſwer to a Printed Letter 
of bis, bearing Date, Briſtol 16th, of t4e 2d. Month, 1698, 


HWilliam Penn, 


's S I wrote to thee formerly,in anfwerto thy firſt, bearing date the firſt of the Second 
, Month 98. I now again ſay, I could not, in Reaſon and Juſtice, aſſent to ſuch a 
* clandeſtine and diſadvantageous Meeting as thou then propoſedſt,co meet me with two or 
* three of my Friends,or fix,to hear whatlT kad to ſay to thee; I allowing thee the ſame freedom. 
* Thou and thy Friends having publickly wronged me, in the face of the Nation, (as I Judge, 
** T ought to have a more publick Hearing and Tryal, than before ſo few that are Parties) 

* And I thought it bur equal, that ſeeing the debate berwixt us is chiefly about Principles 
” & and Dotfrins of Religion, that we have ſome ndifferent and impartial Perſons, of Chriſtian and 
© Proteſtant Principles, of neither party, to Judge berwixt us ;. and ſome ſuch (I wrote to 
© thee) I judge I had found, who were to be prelent at the time I mentioned in the Paper 
© I Tent thee: That this my reaſonable anſwer ſhould be ſome ſurprize tro thee,and not to look 
© to thee fo CandiJ.as5 thou tells me in the beginning of thy Letter I cannot hinder.Irt ſufficeth 
© me,that(I queſkon not)my refuſal of ſuch a Clandeltine Meeting,wi!l ſeem rational to any 
* indifferent Perſons that hear ir, and that my frequent experience of the Ul uſage I recei- 
* ved from th-e in particular,as well as from thy Party,at private M-e:ingsThad formerly with 
* rhee and rhem, hath enough convinced me, that a private AM-eting with thee on the terms 
© thou propoſedtt, would be of no Service. Whar might be expeCted to be the work of ſuch 
* a Afeting, where we ſhall have no indifferent Perſons addidted to either ſide, ro give a 
* free and impartial Judgment betwixt us? And how can thy Conſcience: ſarisfie thee to pro- 
* poſe ſuch a private AMecting, after thou hadit at a publick Meeting at Ratelif, before ſome Hun- 
* dxeds, without any juſt Cauſe or Provocation of mine, intzrrupted me in my Diſcoyrlſe, 


* paſt Sentence on me {Pope like) That I was an Apoſtate, an Enemy to te Truth and Friends, 
* that I endeavoured to pluck up the T:{*imany of Truth by the Rrots, piofefing to do all this in 
* the Nare of the Tord; and withall, falfily charging me in matter of Fat. And not '0118 


* after this, thy joyning with thy Contederates in a publick Sentence of - Excommunication 
* aganſt me (containing mere generals, without any particular norice of any thing, either 
* in Do&rin or Morality that ye had to charge me) at your Yearly Meeting at Lonaon, 1695 
* which I had good cauſe ro believe was mainly procured by thy means. And ſuch was 
© thine, and their barbarous way of Bzhaviour rowards me, that ye would ſuffer none. 
© thar profeſled any Friendſhip to me, to be preſent ro witne!s, ro your Proceedings againſt 
* me; and all this without any fair Tryal, before impartial Perſons; and in fuch an un- 
* orderly 
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« derly and unmanly way, as nor to put any of your Names to it, but getting a Boy, your 

« Hireling Clark to ſign it for you, nor ſo much as mentioning what People it came from. 
* Can thy Conſcience think ſuch a private Meeting, as thou propotedſt, would have ſufficed to 
& lo me Juſtice, or anſwer my juſt RequAt in the Caſe? Belides, ſome of thy Party have, 
«in Print, charged me with aCtings repugnant to the great Charter, Fundamental Laws 
&* and Liberties of England, and the late A of Par!/ament, tor Tolleration to Diſkaring Pra» 
* teſtant SubjeQts, which are Charges of a very high Nature, and ſeem very injurious to 

* many, as well as ro me; I being conſcious of my Innocency, did not think fit, nor do, 
* ro lye under theſe Slanders, but judge it convenient to 'ufe tuch Chritian M=thods, as 
** my Chriſtian Name may be preſerved againſt your Detamations. And for all thy preten» 
« fions to love in thy Letter to me, thou knoweſt in thy Confcience, whar unbounded lis 
© berty thou haſt uſed tro defame me, whereof I have had ſome true Intelligence. Next to 
* the Honour of God, and the good of my Soul, I am concerned, as a Chriſtian Man, 
** to regard the condition of my Family, both which thou, and thy Brethren have fought 
« to ruin and deſtroy, that your falſe Prophecies mighr be fulfilled upon me. Bur God in 
© his infinite Mercy hath hitherto preſerved me,and [ hope he {t:11 w1ill,2nd defear your evil 
&* devices againſt me ;thy deeds rowards me ſufficienriy contradict thy profeiTions of Jove : If 
ay thou thinkſt thou haſt obliged me with thy Fay OUrSs 6747: ch were never Jo gren as to brag of ) 
© T think thou haſt more diſobliged me, by thy Injuftice, and Uncoriſtian proceedings. Muſt 
<< I be unfaithful to God, to keep Friendjhip with thee ? No man that knows the Laws of 
* rrue Friendſhip will fay it. If thy Mind had been humble, my Oppolition ro thy Errors, 
« and other things I juſtly diſliked in thee, would have been received by thee as the beſt 
© Token of Friendſhip and Gratitude.It is thy great weakneſs,tharthou loveſt moreto be Flattered 
* than Admonijhed. Couldſt thou hear me partiently,] would yer adviſe the2 ro come down in 
« thy Mind, and prattice that Humility, Self-denial, and bearing the Creſ5, that thou haſt ſo 
© much Preached, and Printed, bur too little practiſed : Zzr 90 Croſs, 10 Crown be thy Praftice 
&© as well as thy Dofrin. Ceaſe to father thy Errors and Injuſtice upon the Spirit of God, as 
* thou haſt manifeſtly done. Ir was a fearful Sin in thee, when thou was tranſported with - 
&< ſinful Wrath and Paſſion againſt me, at Ratclif Meering, to juſtifie it Not long afcer at 
© the Yearly Meeting of the Quakers, ro whom I complained of thy behaviour, by calling 
&« it a tranſport of the glorious power of God. thank God,who hath further enlighrned me of late 
« years, thar I have ſeen cauſe to corrett divers things amils in my former Books, and who 
_ hack alſo made me willing to do ir, (yet fill adhering with Faith and Love, to wratever of 
* Truth I have formerly afſerted.) I never thought my ſelf perfe&, nor do I 1o now think : 
« And if thou ſeeſt not thy ImperfeQions, both in Dot@rin and Life, it is no good Sign 2 
« Tf thou ſeeſt them, what hinders bur thou fhouldit corre& them, and ſhew thy ſelf a good 
* Example to others to do the like * I ſhould be glad, thou and others, profeſſing ro be 
« Teachers, would lay to heart, and begin to examine, whether there are ncrrhings in your 
&« Do&trin, and Prattice alſo, that need Reformation and Correttion ? Bur if ye be ſentible 
* of your former Errors in ſome things, ir is neither Chriſtian nor Manly to Creep out of them 
* by ftealth, contrad:if your former Prints, as thou and G. Whiteh:ad have maniteſtly of late 
«* done, and as I offer fairly to prove in divers things, and-yet wipe your Mouths, and fay, ye 
© are not changed, bur are ſtill rhe fame, in your Princip'ey and Dottrins ye have formerly 

* delivered in Print. Sure I am, if your Minds are nor changed, your Words and Writings 
© are, in divers things ; and thw is yet leis Chri/ian, for it is nor fincere. 

« It is a very groundleſs Suppoſition in thee, that what Injury IT ſuppoſe thou haſt done 
©* me, might by the Report of ſuch a Meeting, have been repaired, as Credibly as if a great- 
«er number of Witneſſes. Thou giveſt nor the leaſt ſhow of Prodability for ſuch a Con- 
« jefture. And whereas tou askeſt, Is nor Prevention better rhan the Difficulty of a Cure ? 
© 'The Queſtion ar this time of Day is very improper. It had been well, thou and thy 
« Party had been ſo deliberate, before things had come to this Extreme, as to have endeavou- 
© red 2 Prevention, and ro have uted Chriitian Means to effett it, which ye have not done. 
© Nothing would fatisfie you, bur that contrary ro my Conſcience (and the Conſcience of all 
* that know you and Your Wrirings) I mutt obey your moſt Arditrary and Unju# Comma, at 
« your Yearly Mezung, i the Year, 1694. On the Boxy of the People, called, Qunkers, 
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& 'eir Miniſtry of thoſe Errors charged upon ſome in Penfilvania. And unleſs I did obey this , 
4 # Srnar-a oc oberg (which though ye fmoothed with the Name of Advice ; 
Ny Writch:ad told me in your hearing, was tq be underſtood Command.) I muſt be Ex. 
* communicated by you, which I chearfully reſolvEd ro ſuffer,and I Reverence Divine Provi- 
* dence, that permitted you fo to do ; for though your Excommunication was moſt Unjuſt, 
* yetir was full time for me to depart out of your BabyJon; and I rejoyce and thank God 
* that I 2m come out from it. Bur. for thee to tell of a Prevention, after thou with thy 
© own Hands haſt made ſo deepa Wound ; istotell of Muſtard after Meat. I ſee no way to 
* cure the Wornd, thouand ye have made by your Unjuſt Proceedings ; bur to difſeF it to 
© the bottom, and lay it open before Impartial and indifferent Perſons, tuch as I believe were 
* to be found, and which 1 hope I have found. ; 

* Thou ſeemeſt ro make it a great Aggravation in me, how publickly I have $r9gea and 
« Cordenmed you for the worlt of Hereticks, without any limitarion of number, or regard ro 
* Qualifications of Perſons. Bur this is no hard Task ro Anſwer. Have I Staged you Guil- 
" iy of File Hereſies and Errors * Ye have Staged me again, and again, tobe an Apoftate, 
* and given me all the foul Language imaginable, charging me with Falſhcoz and Malice. But 
* T have not Staged you, out of any Principle of Revenge, or Retaliating Evil for Evil; - 
* what I have charged you with, I am ready to prove againſt you, before any Inpartial and 
** Judicious Auditory, And it is with a good Conſcience, -and from a real Conviction that 
* ye are Guilty of the things I have charged you; that I have proceeded towards you, nor will 
** my ſo Staging you proveme Faulty ; you have Staged others very publickly, from whom 
> * you have differed ; and have not only charged them with Hereſies and Exlſe Deirins,bur Blaſphe- 
&* mies ; and in great part to my late Obſervation, very Unchar:tably and Unjuft;, and have 
* loaded them1n your Printed Books, with ſuch Names of Infamy and Reproach, as is a ſhame 
©* to repeat ; and nonemore Guilty of this than thy ſelf; as thy own Conſcience, and the 
* Obſervation ofmany, who have read thy Books in Controverſie, ſufficiently know. Bur 
* thou ſay'ſt amiſs, that I have Staged you, without any limitation vf Number, orregard to 
* Qualifications of Perſons. I have S:aged none, - but the Guilty naming the particular Per- 
* ſons, and their known Abettors, as particularly the Second Days Meeting, that hath appro- 
* ved all your Defaming Books againſt me. I {Htil] reſerve a Charity to divers among you, 
* and greatly bewail that they are ſo Captivated by you, whoſe Bonds I hope and pray for 
*them to God, that they may be looſed. Bur what thou meaneſt by Qua/:#:a:ions of Perſons, 
* I do not well know. If thou meaneſt your Worldly Riches and Greatneſs ; IT ſee no juſt rea- 
* fon, why your Errors ſhould not be publickly expoſed, and contradifted for all thar - as 
* if ye were mcan and low in the World ; Truth has no ſuch reſpe& of Perſons, as to paſs 

* over the Rich, and Cenſure the Poor. How many greater, and better Qualified ever 
* way than your ſelves , have ye fallen ſeverely upon, moſt Uncharitably? Wherein at any 
* time, I have followed your Uncharitable Example, I Sincerely Repent of it, purpoſing 
*© in the future not to Write after your Copy ? But perhaps thou meaneſt, as G. Whitehead 
* Writes in his late Paper he ſent to be Read at Turner S-Ha/l, and was accordingly Read the 
* 21ſt of the Second Month, 1698. Ye may not jo give away your Rights, either” as Engliſh 
* Men, or Chriſtians, to his Arbitrary Uſurpatioa. Bur that which ſeems moſt of All to Nettle 
* and ex ſome of you, is, that George Keith, a Sto:chman, (as they deſigned me in their for- 
* mer Proteſtation, 1697.) Should aflume this Power, , to call them to an account for their 
y Errors - Which they think 1s a hainous and intolerable Uſurpation upon ther, being Engliſh 
* Mc, and upon their Litertzesas ſuch. For my being a Seorch-man, as T am nor aſhamed of 
'* my Ceuntry ; ſo I thank God Almighty, and inthe next place, I owe great Thankfulneſs 
** ro the Engliſh Laws, and the makers of them ; who ſince the happy Union of the two Na- 
* tions, under the King, have made Scorch-men, living in England, equally Interefled with En- 
* z/ith Natives, inthe common Liberties of the Engliſh Nation. But I ſee nor, why without 
" any Inputation of Uſurping a Power over W. Penn, and George Whitehead D I may not as free. 
" ly and fully ſpeak and write againſt .rheir Errors, and Publiſh them in Print, 'as they have 

** done againit others, (yea, againſt the Church of England, and all others from whom the 
'* Diflent, wirh very great Acrimony and Uncharitableneſs): and upon far leſs Occaſions. T 
* chink I am well aſſured, that neither the Magna Charta, nor any of the Findament al Laws, 

4s 


or 


of the Chriſtian Faith Opposd, &c. Fl 


« or Liberties of England ; nor the late Af of Parliament, for Tolleration ; Reſtrain, or Forbid 
* any Chriſtian Man, to ſtand up in the Defence of the great Fendament as of the Chriſtian 
* Religion, Profeſſed generally by the Ergliſh Nation, and contained in the three Creeds, ge- 
* nerally received among Chriſtians. And to employ his Tongue and Pen, and all his Abi- 
© lities that God has givenhim, be he Engliſhor Scorch, or of any other Nation, to Dere& and 
* Refute the Contrary Errors, ſoit bedone in Truth and in Charity, and withour any Breach 
| © of the Civil Peace; as my manner of Oppoſition to your Errors hath always been, and fo I 

* hope ſhall be. | 

* But it more juſtly ſurpriſeth me, (than any occaſion I have given thee of ſurpriſe, for 
* refuſing thy private Meeting before intereſted Parties) to find thou cant write and after- 
** wards permit to Print ſuch a Broad-fac'd untruth, that I Cite your, Arraign and Condemn You, 
* without giving you, yea refuſing you any ſhare about Time, Place or 4uditory. Ir is a great 
* ſhame for a Man of W. Pem's Education and CharaGter in the World, to publiſh ſuch a 
* notorious untruth. How could I refuſe you that which you never defired unti! thy Let- 


* ter, bearing date, after the third Year's appointment, and long afrer my two printed Nar- 
roceedings of two Meetings at Turners-Hall, the one held in 1695, the 


* ratives, of the 
* other in 1697. And all that time I had not the leaſt Intimation from thee, or any of you, 
* that ye would accept of any ſhare about appointing T'ime,and Place, and Auditory ? But on 


* the contrary, Whereas Thad, Short Lift, &c. bearing date 26. 3d. Month i695. in Print defi- 
* red, and propoſed my juſt demand to 7. Penn, to give me an opportunity, and let him 
** ſignifie to me the Time and Place, where he will make it to appear that his Charge againſt 
* me is true,or retraCt his falſe Charge ; I never hadthe leaſt Anitwer frum thee all that time, 
© but inſtead thereof a bantering Anſwer from 7. Elwood, pretending to vindicate FP. tel- 
© ling me in Print, that I had effeQtually proved my felt an * 4poſtate, 1o that there was no 
* need for Z#. Penn co appoint a Meeting to do it; and alſo in the Year 1694. I had made 
* the like former propoſal to T. Elwood and his Abettors (of the Second days Meeting and 
© others) in a Poſtſcript of a Printed Epiſtle, &>c. allowing him and them to appoint any 
* 7ime and Place, where I would meet him and them, and prove him gui'ty of groſs Forgery 
« in Matters of Fa& and of falſe Do#rin, to which my fair Propoſal, in his further Diſcovery, 
© he gave me a plain refuſal print 1694. Judge now Reader, what hopes or probability 
* could have, after ſuch negle# and refuſal, that ever they would conſent to ſuch a Meeting, 
* having waited a conſiderable time for their conſent, and leaving it wholly to them, to 
© appoint 7ime and Place, before indifferent Perſons, beforeT did nominate any ſuch Ateting. 
” The injured Perſon has an undeniable right ro call the imjurers to an.account, and require 
« SatisfaCtion of them, in the beſt and moft Chriſtian Method can be found, which I hope T 
* havedone ; Jeaving the Controverſie betwixt my Adverfaries and me, to ina:ferent and di/- 


< intereſted Perſons. RE | 

* Andthelike palpable Faljhood they are guilty of, in their Printed Paper, called, 4 1-4 to 
& the Well-Inclined, &c. Given in at Tuyner's-Hall ro be Read, (and was Read there) that my 
© Offers were not, Nor now #s, for Meeting by Agreement of both Sides. The firſt part of th's 
« Aſſertion is a groſs Untruth ; as what is juſt now above related, doth ſuthciently prove ; 
« and that IT made noſuch Offer now, for them to agree with me about Time and Place, I 


* knew (and ſo may every Perſon know, that underſtands their former Negle#s and Refu- 
* ſals to my deſiring them, to agree to, or appoint ſuch a Meeting.) It would be in vain 
& the Greek Calends, as that they would conſent to ſuch a 


cc be D 
to doit ; I might as ſoon expe / Luc 
* Meeting. Thine and their clamouring againſt me, for ſetting up a Court, and Arraigning 


* you, and giving you no Copy of your Inditiment, as ye ſcoffinzly word it, is not worth the 
«Tegarding, further than to notice another Untruth, Inſinuated both by thee, and them; that 
© I gave not thee and them a Copy of my Charge againſt you, which ye call your hdi#ment, 
© the contrary whereof as ye know in your Conſciences 1s zrue ; ſo many know it, who had 
© Read the Charges Publiſhed in Print, before the ReſpeC&ive Meetings, for which they were 


<« Printed, for the Years 1696, and 1697. and that thecharges are the fame I rod you in 
As to thy Queſtions in thy Letter ; 


* Writ, ſome Weeks before this /aſt Meeting, 1698. : 
* why it 15 not as Teaſonable for thee to propoſe a Sele# Meeting, equally choſen in order to 
© hear thy Exceptions againſt me, after I have in = Opinion, Injured thee, in _— thy 
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« Gai ion? I Anſwer, it is fully as Reaſonable, and I wiſh thou hadſt done it long before 
l., _ intreat thee to do it wel thy firſt Convenience, I hope I ſhall not decline 
* thy Summons, NOr Meeting, providing it be before Men of Chriſtian Principles and Morals; that 
« aye of neither Party, thine, or mine ; and to this purpoſe thou mayeſt remember I Wrote 

© thee, in my Aniwer to thy firſt Letter. 2. Whereas thou askeſt, . would I be willing ye 
* ſhould chooſe Arbitrator, & I call them) for me, as I have done for you? Anſwer, I 
* could be willing, providing they be cf neicher Party, and Men of Chriſtian Principles and Mo- 
« y2is, any true /roteſt-nrs, but no Ceifts, or otherwiſe TinCured with your Vile Errors. The 
6 Cafe berwixt you and me diff:rs widely; had you conſented to come, and brought your Ar- 
«© bitrators with you, of your own chufing, that had been of Sound Chriſtian Principles and Mo- 
© rais, they ſhould have had equal Place and Authcrity with mine; and therefore by the like 
« Paiity, if any ſuch Meeting be appointed by you, I ought to have liberty to chuſe my Arbitra- 
© tors, as ye have to chuſe yours. And 1 think W. Penn 1a his choxce, ſhould as fairly adyen- 
« ture on Arbitrators of the Church of England, as any others ; ſeeing if I am rightly informed, 
« he hath declared himſelf one in Doctrin with the 39 Articles of the Church of England ; ExcePt= 
©< ing ſome few relating to Piſcip/ine, and the Ceremonies. Tothy 3d Queſtion, Would Ithink 
« you equal and fair, it (ye were to chuſe) to pick out thoſe that have Prejudged my Caſe I 
« anſwer, Such Arbitrators indeed 1 had among you, at your Zearly Meetings, in the Years 
« 1694, and 1695. But know not that any I had choſen to be my Arbitrators, haye Prejudged: 
« your Caſe. Why ſhould thou and ye harbour any ſuch Suſpicton againſt them > The four 
« Principles of Dofrin, whereof I charge you to be guilty, ye ſay, ye are not ; if ye are nar, 
© but hold them, ye and thoſe Arbitrators agree together in them z and why they ſhould be more 
< Partial to me, than to you, I ſee no reaſon that thou ſhouldſt ſuſpet. That believe we, (thou 
6 ſayeft) Erroneous, and that are of « Church hat has Perſecuted me. 1 Anſwer, My Circumftan- 
© ces ard thine are equal inthe Caſe, if ye hold theſe four Fundamenta! Defrine, as they do, 
« though they may think ye Err in lefſer Matters, and Ialſo, I ſee not why thou, or ye ſhould 
& Joubt their Partiality ; indeed the State of the Controverſte betwixt you and me, is ſo eaſily 
« determined, it being rather Matter of Fa&t, than of Ziſprre ; it can hardly be ſu ppoled, thar 
& any Sober and Judicious Men, could be ſo Partial, as to give an Unfair Judgment in the 
« Cafe. And though thy Inſinuetion of a Perſecuting Church might have been ſpared, there 
<« being no ſuch Ferſecuting Church now, nox do I know any of the Arbjitrators I have 
& choſen, that ever did Perſecute; yet it would rather be an Evidence of T:uch, on your 
« fide, that ye could refer itto ſuch. They have a great Advantage, and (zem very ftrong- 
© ly perſuaded of the Truth, that can allow their Enemies to be Judges, if otherwiſe known 
*to be Impartial; 2s in many Caſes it may ſo happen. However to prevent any Diſpute 
< about the Qualifications of Arbitrators , if ye agree to ſuch a M-eting, we ought co have liberty 
*rochooſe each our Arbitrators, judicious and Diſintereſted Perſons. 1 chooſe ſuch Arbitrators, be- 
© ing without all ſhadow of hope, that ye would take 4 ſhare, either to appoint Time, or 
* chuſe Arbitrarors. Your Caſe is hard, when among ſo many hundreds of muderate and judicious 
© Perſons; ye cannot pitch upon ſowe, whom ye can truſt, to g1ve a true Judgment in Things 3 
« wherein both they ard ye agree. If ye had not been Cor(-7cvs of a bad Cauſe, had ye not dain- 
«ed to Anſwer to my Summons, as ye pleaſe to call it, it1s unaccountable to all impartial conſi- 
« derare Perſons , why ye ſhould not before this time, have called me eo anſwer to your Sum- 
* mons, ſeeing ye know 1 was ready to Anſwer you, at any time; 'or if ye yet pretend Igno- 
« rance, know noo 1 am ready to. Anſwer thy Summons, and yours at any time, with God's Affi- 
* tance, upon «qual Terms, and Liberty granted on both Sides. As for the remaining part of 
* thy Letter, it being nothing bur ſevere and unjuſt Reflexions againſt me, charging me, that whar 
« 1do, is to be Revenged on you, as being guilty of Hainous Offences ; which being mere Gene- 
* rals, Without the leaſt Evidence in any particular, and my ftraying from the Flock, as thou 


cc 


© rerms them ; whereas ye drove me away 3 and though1t was great Injuſtice in you, yet a good © 


© Providence it Was ro me, aSit was to many of the Primitive Proteſtants, whom the Papiſts drove 
« away from them ; 1 find not my ſelf concerned to give any further Reply unto. And as for 
« the other Primed Paper, prefixed to thy Epiſtle, the Matter of it being much the ſame; and ſee- 
** jng the $:b/tance of ir, as they ſay was delivered in Print, at Turner's- Hall, the laft Teargthe An- 
* ſwer I gave in my former Narrative, and the Printed Anſwer to their Proteftation, called, 
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« Some Reffexions, 8c may, and will ſuffice without need of any more. As to 6. Whitebead's 
« Paper, in Writing, it is ſo notoriouſly Impertinent anl Hdle, thatit were loſs of Time to ſay any 
« thing further to it, by it ſelf alone, what may (cem to require any anſwer, being Anſwered 


« here, and elſewhere. 
London, ths 11:h of the 3d Moth, 1658. 
| I remato thy Abuſed Friend, 


George Keith. 


A Poſtſcript to the READER. 


If Ince the Publication of my former 2 Narratives, many of the Peo- 
ple, called, Quakers, have been made to believe that the Quotarti- 
ons I had made out of the Books of their great Teachers, are not tru- 
ly, nor fairly given, but with ſuch Omiſſions, Alterations, and Per- 

verſions, as render them wholly ineffectual, to prove my Charges againſt them, 

And 6G. Whitehead, hath twice in Print accuſed me of having wronged him in 

my Quotations out of fome of his Books, and Thomas Elwood hath moſt ſevere- 

ly charged me with Treachery, Falſeneſs, and Fraudulent Dealing in my Quo- 
rations z and in like manner, fohn Pennington hath ſerved me; to all whom [ 
have particularly Anſwered, in the foregoing Treatiſe, with reſpe&t ro ſuch 

Particulars as I did find, and judge needful to be noticed. And this falſe Re- 

port, my Adverſaries have been very induſtrious to ſpread againſt me;to poſleſs 

not only them of their own way, - but any others whom they cou!d influence, 

that my Quotations arenot truly, nor fairly given; and that therefore 1 am a 

Lyar, a Falſe and Treacherous Man, Deceitful and Malicious. Wherefore that the 

Truth may be cleared, and my /nnocency (which my Adverſaries have greatly 

ſought to Stain) vindicated, I thought fit to take this Method of procuring 

ſome Moderate and Judicious Perſons (Miniſters of the Church of England) to 
examine my Quotations, both old and new; eſpecially ſuch of, rhem as ſeem'd 
moſt neceſſary for clearing the Truth, and the;Vindication of my Innocency. 

Know therefore, that according to my Requeſt, I have procured certain Mi- 

niſters of known Diſcretion and Moderation, to hear and examine my Quotati- 

ons, by comparing them with the Printed Books, out of which I have gather- 
ed them ; whoſe Atteſtation, and moderate fudgment, 1s before given. And though 


in my former Quotations, as given in my two former Narratives, I have deli- 
vered 
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vered them ſufficiently full, to give the true Senſe of them (which is all that can 
be juſtly required in any that Quotes his Authors) yet in this my third Nar- 
rative, I have delivered them generally more full; taking innot only what my 
Adverſaries Clamoured againſt me, that I had left our,ſfo far asI could remember 
andnotice them ; but making them ample and large (ina manner )to a degree 
of Supererogation. And ſome others had morefully given in my former Nar- 
ratives, I have now given, more brief, (yet ſufficiently full) that I might not be 
tedious, and incroach onthe Readers Patience. And here in this my third 
Narrative, the Friendly Reader will tind variety of new Matter, by reafon of 
many new very conſiderable Proofs I have brought out of their Books, not to 
be found in the other Narracives, together with great variety of things worthy 
of notice, and of great uſe, to inform ſuch Readers, not fo well acquainted 
with my Adverſaries Evaſions, Quiblings and Shiftings, whereby they ſeek to 
cover their Errors, as they will perceive by my Notes and Obſervations, Print- 
ed moſtly in another ſmaller Letter, or otherwiſe ſufficiently diſtinguiſhed 
from the Quotations by the Marks ['] or turned Coma's on the Margin, among 
which Notes and Obſervations .ye will find divers Anſwers to the Quibbles 
and Evaſions of Thomas Elwood and George Whitehead, in their way of defend- 
ing their own, and their Afﬀociates moſt unſound and ſcandalous Afſertions, 
It may be therefore hop'd, that this third Narrative, having the Quotations 
Atreſted by Perſons of known Diſcretion and Credit, will prove effCtual to fi- 
lence the unjuſt Clamours of my Adverſaries againſt me; orat leaſtwiſe, that 
all ſuch who are willing to be duly informed, whether called, Quakers, or 
others, will give a deaf Ear to their continued wnjaft Clamonrs, And. may alſo 
expect that ſome will be better perſuaded of me, who have been influenced by 
the falſe Perſuaſions of my Adverſaries, to judge that my ground of Conten- 
tion with thoſe Men, is a Principle of Prejudice or Revenge, becauſe of the 
evil Treatment I had fromthem, and not true Zeal for Chriſtian Dofrin. For 
by theſe Quotations thus Atteſted , it may ſufficiently appear, there was cauſe 
enough given to any that had the leaſt degree of true Zeal for the Truth of 
Chriſt, having the knowledge of theſe Men's Words and Writings (as I of late, 
after a more ciligent ſearch into their Books) have acquired, to appear inthis 
publick way of Oppoſition, to the ſpreading Gangreen of their vile Errors ; 
which have leavened already many thouſands in theſe Nations, and may, if 
not prevented, leaven many more. And ſeeing the very firſt Riſe of my con- 
tending with them, was ſimply and purely my Oppoſition to thoſe very Er- 
rors, here charged againſt them ; and not any private or perſonal Picquel had 
with any ofthem; it is great Uncharitableneſs for any to charze me with any 
ſuch Princip!e of Prejudice or Revenge ; of which as 1 have given no Evidence,ſo 
my Conſcience bears me witneſs ro my Innocency, Seeing then my Charges 
are juſt againſt them, as I hope this third Narrative will further diſcover, and 
their Clamours and Accuſations are Unjuſt and Falſe againſt me, rhe Saddle u 
ſet on the right Horſe, and the Names of [afarny they have caſt upon m2, as Ly- 
ar, Deceitful, Falſe Accuſer, Fraudulent, Malicious, return upon themſelves. 


That 
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That which has made it the lighter to me to bear their Revilings and Slanders, is, 
that it is generally,and almoſt univerſally known throughout theſeNations,that 

this is the way they commonly treatall Perſons, however ſo nnocent and Wor- 
thy, thar meddle to oppoſe their Errors; fo that the Proverb may be fitly ap- 
ved to them ; Their Tongne ts no Slander, 

H. They ſtill continue to make it an Argument of my Inſincericy, that 
having been ſo long formerly among them, -I ſhould bur now of late 
pretend to know that they held ſuch Errors. But to this having former= 
ly Anſw.red, and having in readineſs a more full Anſwer tc be Prinicd, in Reply 
to this invidious Objection; I ſhall ſay thelefſs to it now, Crlrothis I ſay, whate- 
ver Reflexion it caſts upon my Weakneſs, and want of due Coniideration, to 
havecirher joyned, or remained among a Zociety of Peop!-, who:: Principles [ 
had ſo little known, the which great Weakneſs I dorc:.4it+ icknowledge, and 
am really aſhamed that I have been folong deceived by them; vet it is no Ar- 
gument of my Inſincerity, or as if I had formcr!y known «71 g::.'y of thoſe 
vile Errors, but notonly connived at them, but had Writ and Fritired in De- 
ſence of them, contrary to my inward Convincement, This Ican no wiſe ac- 
knowledge ; for whatever knowledge I had of the Ignorance and Unſoundneſs 
of ſome among them , which I did not diſſemble, or cloak, bur upon all occa- 
ſions did oppoſe and check, about twenty years fince, as the Account I have in 
readineſs to Publiſh will more particularly ſhow ; yet I did not know, that either 
G.W.orW. P. and many others of their chief Teachers had been guilty of theſe 
Errors, divers of their Books having never formerly Read, and ſome never 
having ſo much as formerly ſeen; and what Thave Read was but overly, and 
in ſmall Parts, and when I happened to find {ome Paſfages that I diſliked, blind 
AﬀeCtion ſwayed me to an over-charitable Judgment, eſpeciatly becauſe [ 
found them in other parts of their Wricings, ſeeming ſound upon the ſame Mat- 
ters, and what ſeemed, or really was contradiCtory to other unſound Paſſages. 
And therefore what I found offenſive in their Writings, in ſome Matters I im- 
puted rather to their Inadvertency, than their delizcrate Judgment, untif 
their moſt carneſt ſiding with my Adverſaries, who began to oppoſe my 
Chriſtian Teſtimony in Penflvania, touching theſe foxr great Fundamentals, did 
ſufficiently awaken me intoa more due conſideration of their Afſertions, and a 
more diligent Examination of them. Bur whereas, again, they object againſt 
me, that the things which I now call vile Errors, and Hereſies in them, I had 
formerly defended, and had declared, that in my ſo doing, I had a Divine 
Senſe and Acceptance. To this I Anſwer, firſt, I utterly deny that ever Ide- 
fended themin any of theſe vile Errors, oppoſing the four preat Fundamental 
Dottrins of the Chriſtian Religion, wherewith all Thave ſince charged them, or 
indeed any other Article of the Chriſtian Faith, properly ſo called or diftin- 
guiſhed, Things wherein I haddefended them, being partly in giving the fair- 
eſt State of the Controverſie (as [ thought) betwixt rhem and their Oppoſits, 
in ſeveral Caſes, wherein I thought their Oppoſits had unduly charged them, 


partly in the undue Ule and Applications of places of Scriptures, to proye cer- 
tain: 
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tain Truths (a thing too common to Writers) and partly in too much aggrava- 
ting and widening (through my too great Heat, and prepoſterous Zeal, and 
being too bigotly attected, (though ignorantly) ro that Party, who call all other 
Sefts and Settaries, and themſelves the Charch, yer are certainly more bigor= 
ted into a Sei, and more implicitly led by Sect-maſters; (the Teachers }) 
among them, than any People in Chriſtendom that 1 know. And laftly, I have 
acknowledged my Sinful Ignorance and Raſhneſs, in oppoſing formerly the Di« 
vine Inſticutions of the outward Baptiſm and Supper, and inall Uncharitable- 
neſs of Judgment, and undue Expreſſions I have uſed in any of my Books, 
againſt either particular Perſons or Societies. And to Argue with my Adver- 
ſaricsa little in the Cafe, who ſo object againſt me; that 1 have formerly de- 
fended the Qwakers Principles, IQuery ; What Principles? Whether Principles 
oppoſing any of theſe Fundamental Doctrins, which yet they ſeem to deny, 
and ſay | falſly charge them ? If nay, then let them tell me, or the World, what 
other Principles, or Things haye ever defended them in , beſides what I have 
already above mentioned, 

II. And if through humane Weakneſs (for humanun ef errare, labs, decipi.) 
I have at times apprehended that to be a divine Senſe, which afterwards 
having greater Illumination than formerly ,and by a more diligeht examina- 
. tion, with the help of the Holy Scriptures, diſcovering my miſtake, I found 
to be an Imagination, will this prove their Point againſt me, That I am 
what they (fallly) repreſent me to be, an Apoſtate, gone from all divine Senſe 
and Tenderneſs, loſk my good Condition, with:ut any inward feeling? Oh uncha- 
ritable Men! Will a miſtake in ſome things infer a Man univerſally miſtaken ? 
Cannot a natural Man that knows no more than bare natural Reaſon, ſee 
the falſeneſs of their thus arguing againſt me? Becauſe ſome are deceived art 
times, with ſhows and ſhadows of Reaſon, is therefore no true Reaſon to 
be found among Men? Will they be content to be judged by their own. 
Rule, and have that meaſured to them which they meaſure to another ? 
Have none of them at any time, even of the moſt Eminent among them, 
been deceived, and taken their Imagination, for a Divine Senfation? They 
know in their Conſciences what particular -Perſo:s, of great Note, I could 
name among them, whom they own were in ſome things mittaken, which 
yet they apprehended to be Divine Openings. Did not ſome Eminent a- 
mong them, even Preachers, ſome of them, from a ſuppoſed divine Senſe, 
follow the Deluſions and Dreams of Fames Nailer and Fohn Perrat? Was it 
not one of their great Preachers, now living, who led Zames Nailer's Horſe- 
bridle, when he was Riding in Proceſſion to Briſtol, Samwel Cater by Name, 
as is known to himſelf and many? Was that a Divine Senſe in G. F, who 
writ in a Paper, That I ſaw and read, (and was gricved with, many years 
ago) that his Marriage with Widow Fell, was a Figure of the Church com- 
ing out of the Wilderneſs, and that the. Figure might be Completed, they 
both, and others that believed their Deceptions did ſtrongly conclude that 
ſhe was with Child, though long before, ſhe was paſt the Age of Child-bea- 


ring, 
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ring, being then- Aged upwards of ſixty years, therefore they did reckon {it 
was miraculous. Other great Inſtances can be given of their more wild De- 
ceptions, than (I thank God) ever any can give of mine, who (notwith- 
ſtanding of divers Miſtakes I was under) yet as to the main, I was throug!1 
Gcds great Mercy and Grace, preſerved.: And the true Divine Senſe and Feel- 
ing Iformerly had, when among them, (though not of them, neither of their 
Erroneous Principles, nor Spirit in the greater things) Go? havinga rezard to 
the Simplicity and Sincerity ofHearr, that was his own Work in me, and be- 
ing Merciful to me for Chriſt's Sake) I it:i!! own, 6nd Ihopel rever thall have 
cauſe todifown. Burt what a ſad Inference dori this their way of Arguing 
againſt me, make againſt themſelves? Who z<ncrally in their Books, con- 
raining their vileſt Errors, father themall upon ihe Spirit of Trath, according 
co their ſuppoſed inward Senſe of the ſame. Inus they Hedge up their Way, and 
Baricado themſelves againit all diſcovery and acknowledgment of their Errors, 
in more or leſs; or otherwiſe by their own Arguing they muſt turn Apoſtates, 
Isit Apoliacy to turn from Error to Truth 2 Or ſuppoſe I, or another ſhould 
through Human Frailty ſlide into ſore Errors, not oppoſing any Fundamental 
Article of the Chriſtian Faith; canthis be callcd Apoltacy ? Therefore this Un= 
charitableneſs is extreamly great againſt me, torender mean Apoſtate, whom 
they cannot prove guilty of departing from any Truth of Chriſt, that ever] 
held ; bur on the contrary, I have through God's Mercy forſaken the Errors 
wherewithall I was formerly Stained, while among them; though the worſt, 
of their Errors I was never tainted with, And they areas 1dle in Arguing , 
how unlikely it is, that Icould be thirty Years among them, and not know 
their Principles ? For ſeeing they mean, as they are a Body of People; how 
couid | know their Principles, or any body elſe? Secing asa Body of People, 
they have no Principles ; being declared Enemies to all Creeds or Forms of 
Words giving an account of their Faith, which every particular Member 
of their Sociciy ought publickly to profeſs; and without which, it 1s impoſli- 
ble without Miracles, that they can know what Faith the Body of their People 
have ; never any Confeſſion of Faith having yet been univerſally received by 
them. Burrhey continue to cloak their Unbelicf and vile Errors, with the 
general, that the Scripture is the Confeſtion of their Faith; and fo ſay com- 
monly the worſt of Hereticks ; bur ir is/a great deceit, to fay the Scripture is 
the Confeſhon of their Faith ; when the contrary 1s evidently apparent, as my 
ſevera! Narratives do prove toall Impartial Reagcers. And as for the Accounts 
of their Faith, given by their ſeveral Writers, and by the ſame Writers at ſe- 
veral times; they are ſo contradictory and inconitfient, that no ian Can gas 
ther any thing of what they hold for certain, as concerning the great Funda- 
mentals of Chriſtianity, Whereof many Inſtances can be given, cipecially if 
any will be at the pains to examine the contradiccory Pailages in G. IV.'s former 
Books; as that called, The Light and Life, Truts efending the Dnuakers, Chrilt 
Aſcended, &c. And his late Antidote z though even in this Tait he hath ſuffici- 
ently ſhewed his Deiſme, and other Unchriitian Afſertions, Anu allo to Exa- 
I / mine 
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mine W. Penn's former Books (not to mention his Sandy Foundation) as hi 
Rea':n a;amſt Railing, His Anſwers to ]. Faldo, His Chriitian Quaker, Addreſs 
to ProteFtonts, and compare them with his lare Primitive Chriſtianity, though 
ftill greatly Erroneous, And whether in that grear Article of the Chriſtian 
Faith, that Chriſt hath our Natarein Heaven; ſhall E. Barroxgh be rather be. 
lieved, and G. Whitehead, or W. Penn ? I ſuppoſe the more Zealous Quakers, 
who look much to Antiquity, will lay Edward Burrough, and G. Whitehead, are 
more to be received in giving the Account of the Quakers Faith, than W. Penn, 
who is much latter, Well; But W. Pexn hathdclivered it, that Chriſt took 
our Natare,in Pr.Chr.p.85.and that it is the Quakers Faith,as a Pcopleto believe. 
this. Bur both G. Whitehead, and E. Burrough, have carneitly oppoſed it; and 
E. Barrouzhhath charged it ro be Wickedneſs and Blaſpt.emy in John Banion, 
for affirming that Chriſt is in Heaven in o#r Nature; 1s not this a plain Contra- 
diction 2 Unleſs W, Penn think: to Reconcile the Matter, by diſtinguiſhing the 
Luakers Nature from John Banion's N.aure, and the Natareof all other Men, 
who are not Quakers, v.z, That the Quakers Nature # Divine and Heavesly 
bur the Nature of 7. Bunion, and o:her Men ts Sinful, and Earthly, or Humane, 
Ard if this DiſtinCtion be their Senſe, it is no wonder that ſo many Men at 
this day, have been deceived by their Groſs Equivocations; and thisIhope 
will enough makean Apology, though not for my Weakneſs, yet for my Sim- 
plicity, while among them. It was fo far well, that I knew what crue Prin- 
Ciples of Faith I held, though I knew not the Depths of Satan that were 
among others, 

- IV. But they upbraid me with the fewneſs of the People called Quakers 
that own me. Whar then? Will that prove me to be a bad Man, or tk:m 
to be Saints? Mahomet and the Pope have many more Followers than 
either G. Whitehead or WW. Penn, but I have more that Ioye me, and own my 
Chriſtianity, even owned by them, or at leaſt not denyed to be in the Uni- 
ty, than they know, or perhaps think of, whom I ſpare .to name, or men- 
rion to them, left I ſhould gratifie their Rage and Fury againſt them. They 
cannot, I think, deny, but ſome that were reckoned in the Unity, drew up 
that Paper in my-vindication againſt T.E. that was read at Twrner's- Hall Meet- 
ing, the rt, of the 4th. Mo. 1695. and is printed in my frſt Narrative ; 
And beſide, divers of as good Fame and Creoit, as any among them, both 
own my Chriſtianity, and my Chriſtian Teſtimony, by coming conſtantly to 
our Meeting at Twrners Hall, ( {ome Hundreds in Pen/il[vania, and other 
Parts of America, that remain owning me and my Chriſtian Teſtimony. ) 
And to caſt rhe Pallance, what-ever number they have of them, called Qua- 
kers or Friends in the Unity, as they ca!l it, if ic were worth the while ſo 
ro argue, 28 it is not (for multitude and fewneis neither make a Man, or 
his way right nor wrong) I doubt not, but I can find ten to one, in City 
2nd Country, of trus Chriſtians and Proteftants, that when the Caſe of my 
Adverſarics and mine is fairly ſtared before them, will own my Chriſtianity 
before that of my Adverfaries; and for Morai.:cy and Honeity of Life and 

\ Con- 
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Converſation (thanks be to God) I may compare with any of them ; for 
could they have found a flaw in that, no doubt the World ſhould have heard 
of it long 'ere now. I would have made no compariſon in the Caſe,bur thar af. 
ter the Example of other honeſt Men (they having by their baſe revilings com: 
pelled me) I am neceificated thus to vindicate my Ciriftian Name and Re- 
putation, chiefly for the Truth's ſake, which chey ſeem to reproach and 

wound through my Sides. | 
V. But I am fo contemptible in their Eycs,they do not think it worth while 
to notice my Meetings at Twrners-Hail, where I call them to account for 
thatl judge to be]Erroneous in them. Bur, why then give they in, {o many 
Papers againſt me at thoſe Meetings? Can they do all this without noticing 
me? And why are they in ſuch a Flame? And why ſo alarm'd, as if their 
All were at ſtake with them? And why ſuch hideous out- cries and belchings 
forth againſt one ſingle May, whom they know not that any body re- 
gards or values? And why have they Printed ſo many Books againſt me, if 
they count me nothing worthy of their noticing? They boaſt that they 
have anſwered me, and followed me from Step ro Step, leaving nothing ma- 
terial unanſwered, which, they ſay, they take to be the fairer, more ſubſtan- 
tial, and edifying Method. Burt this is indeed ſaid but very untruly, and 
contrary to what ſome of them know in their Conſciences, viz. that they 
have left nothing material unanſwered; they had ſaid far more true, that they 
have anſwered nothing material, but generally in their Anſwers from firſt to 
laſt, have given me ſtill greater and greater advantage againſt them, and oc- 
caſion to ſhew their Ignorance and Error, Beſide, they have given no ſha- 
dow of Anſwer, that ever I heard of, to my ſecond Narrative, Printed in 
the Year 1697. and which has been above a year out in Print, which con- 
tain altogether (almoſt) new Proofs, beſide thoſe given in my firſt Narra- 
tive. And the Anſwer given to Th. Ellp-od's Reply to my firſt Narrative, 
called Satan Diſrob'd, which I own, ſo far as it concerns the Controverſic 
betwixt my Adverſaries and me, and diſcovers T. Ellwood's Ignorance, and 
impertinent and nonſenſical Quibbles and Evalions, and wherein the Author 
hath done me a great deal of Juſtice, as well as in the Snake in the Grafs, 
(however in ſome other things, there and elſewhere mentianed, I ditter 
from him) and for which I owe him great thanks and reſpect. To the Se- 
cond Book; called Satan Diſrob'd (which faved me the Labour of anſwering 
T. Ellwood's Reply to my firſt Narrative) they have givenno Anſwer, except 
a few Pages that G. W. hath given in his Antidote, containing a few Quib- 
bles and Evaſions, as his manner is. My large Reply to Samwel Fennings's 
Book of Falſhoods, they have ſaid nothing to. And now my Book concer- 
ning Baptiſm ard the Supper, with a large Appendix againit W. Penn, and 
7obn Pennin;ton, was publiſhed in Print before che laſt Meeting at Tarners- 
Hall, which proves that itis a notorious Falizond that they publiſh in Print, 
in that they call 4 Word to the Well-incliu'd, &c, That they leave nothing 
material of what I have Printed againſt rhem,unanfrered, Indeed their beit and 
| I 2 ſtrongeſt 
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grongeſt Armour whereby they fight againit' me are Lyes and Falſhoods, 
wherewith, I confeſs, they have greatly prevailed with the poor benighted 
People, that rake their Words for Oractes, and generally, with their Lycs 
and Falſhoods, they have got the Victory they boaſt of, over moſt Sorts of 
Adverfarics that have dealc with them, whith is a diſhonourable Vi- 
tory. 

VI. But that they ſay, they take Princing to be the fairer, more ſubſtantial, 
and edifying Methad, In their Cale it 1s neirher fair, nor ſubſtantial, nor e- 
difying, though by the unjuſt and undue Credit they have got over the filly | 
Sheep that implicitly believe them, or any others that through Fartialty and 
Intereſt favour them, it hath proved advantageous to their wrong Cauſe, and 
diſadvantageous to my right Cauſe in fome reſpects, chiefly becauſe they 
have ſo taught their People, that though they will read their Books, yer 
they will not touch (many, or of moſt them) with whar is writ, to diſcover 
and dereCt their Errors, more than as if it were to Eat Poyſon, Secondly, 
Becauſe much of my late Controverſies with them, depend- on Quota- 
tions out of their Books, ' which my Adverſaries ſay are falſe, and not to be 
credited. Now the Books out of. which I have gathered my Quotations, 
many have none of them, others few of them ; and ſome of theſe Books be- 
ing old, are but rare to be found, which make a Controverſie of this fort, 
by Priating only, very advantageous to ſupport their Sandy Foundation of 
Falſhoods and Untruths, and the more diſadvantagenus to my richt and juſt 
Cauſe, becauſe many (perhaps of others, who are not Quakers) who would 
be willing tolook into the trath of the Quotations, have not the Books out 
of which the Quotations are taken, and know not how to have thern, others 
who can have thei, yet care not to be at the pains to have them, or ſo 
much as read them. Therefore, ſuch a Meeting as I propoſed, and twice 
before this laſt Meeting had, is the more fair, ſubtantial, ani cdifying, but 
exceeding diſadvantageous and fatal it would be to them, ſhould they come 
orderly and duly to hear the Quotations Read out of their own Books, they 

- could have no Cloak, nor device. to cover their bare-fac'd Errors, but would 
be publickly expoſed to Shame and Contempt, before all preſent indifferent 
Perſons. Hence it is that they ſo much dread, fun, and avoid, and uſe all 
the little Arts imaginable to excuſe their not coming to ſuch a Meeting ; 
nor are they ever like to be willing to appoint ſuch a Meeting of their own 
accord, where They and I can be fairly and orderly heard to Diicouſe things / 
of Difference betwixt us, before indifierent judicious Perſons. Therefore | 
this new Method that I now have taken in this laſt Meeting, is like to prove the 
more effectual for the diſcovery of their Errors, the vindication of the Truth, 
and my Innocency : For, the Atteſiation being given by Perſons of worthy 
Credit, to the truth and fairneſs of my Quotations, there is no queſtion bur 
all rrue Chriſtians, who ſhall have rhe occaſion to read them, even ſuch as 
are but weak in Judgment, as weil as the more able, will be ready to give 
their free Sentiment in the Caſe, that the Quotations do moſt vilely and wretch. 
edly oppoſe theſe Four great Fundamentals, VII, 
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VII. That they call me the Epitom? and very Common-place of all the preceeding 
Adverſaries,with other vile and abuſive Names, is but like themſelves and ſome 
part of that Poiſon of Aips, that they have ſpewed out of their venomous 
Hearts, from the Infection of which, I pray God preſerve me and all good 
Chriſtian People; and that, if it pleaſe God, he may give them a ſenſe of 
their great Sin of Urcharitableneſs towards me,and true Repentance and For- 
giveneſs of the ſame, who hate me, and count me their Enemy for telling then 
the truth, and ſecking iincerely to reduce them from their Errors to the Truth; 
the Succeſs of which my ſincere Labours I commir to Almighty Gnd, with 
whom I leave my Righteous Cauſe, and in whoſe Mercy 1 truft, through Je- 
ſus Chriſt, that he will preſerve me in Soul and Body, from being a Sacri- 
fice to their Fury and Rage; Only at lait pi-aſe ro take notice Reader, 
what Hypocriſie theſe Men are Guilty of, who have fo exceedingly blamed 
me for hard words, and yet have imcomparably, and beyond all Bounds 


*excceded me far. 


GEORGE KEITH. 


A Letter to George Whitehead, in Anſwer to his, London the 3d. of © 
. the 3d. Month, 1698. 


George Whitehead, 


s Hou mayſt remember, that the ſame day of the Month afrer thou and 
0 others gave out your falſe Sentence of EYcommunication againſt me, 
© thou ſent me (in a Letter) a Prophetical Curſe, viz. Azd thus ſaith the 
© Lord, Beeauſe thou haſt poured ont great Contempt, Scorn, and Reproach apon 
* my Servants ana People, I will aſſuredly pour out aud bring great Contempt and 
© Confuſion upon thee, Signed, George Whitehzad, And that thy Prophetic 
might be fulfilled, the ſame Spirit in thee which gave it forth, hath poured 
out a great Flood of Contempt upon me in thy late Letter ; but this ſeems 
to be but a part of a great deal more thou haſt yer behind in thy foul Bottle 
to pour forth, And that this Spirir that has thus acted thee cannot be 
the Spirir of God, is very evident by the Fruits of it, which are manifeſt= 
ly evil; even ſuch bitter words, as are not pothble to come from the Spi- 
© rit of Truth, when no juſt occaſion is given, as indeed I have not given 
« thee; forall thy offence againſt me, is for giving the Nation a true and 
« fair proſpect of Thine and thy Brethrens Errors, contradifting ſome great 
< Fundamentals of the Chriſtian Faith, as I have formerly done in my two 
« former Narratives and other Books; and yet have more fully done in my 
© third Narrative; and I have inward Peace and Satisfaction in my Conſci- 
© ence, that my end is good in fo doing; that the truth of things may be 
* made manifeſt, and, if poſſible, ſome of thoſe many Thouſands whom thou 
and 
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* and thy Brethren have 1d intothe Ditch, may be recovered, and thy ſelf 
© together with them ; but if otherwiſe, that others may be prevented from 
,* falling into your- Snares. And dorh this my ſo Honeſt Erid and Intention, 
© deſerve ſuch Treatment of vile Words and Language ? As waere thou ſayeſt 
© tome. 1. Great Contempt 1s already come upon thee. 2, The Lord's 
© Power will hedge up thy wy, and fruſtrate thy Deſigns of Malice-and Miſ- 
© chief. 3. Set Bounds to thy Rage and Fury. 4. By thy wheedling Infinu- 
© ations, ©&c, Thou haſt ſhamefully debaſed th y (elf, and laid thy ſelf flat under 
© the Prieſt's Feet, for their Aid, &c. [This is a manifeit Calumny, did ©G, W. lay 
©himſelfflat under his moderate Church-man's Feet,that takes part with him in 
© his vile Errors, E. El. by Name, and ſome other Deiſts?] 5. The Lord's Power 
© is turned againſt thee, and will ſmite thee and fall heavy upon thee for thy 
b © perfidious Apoſtacy, and baſe temporiſing to 
+ Seeing G. Whitehead glorieth *gratific our f open Adverſaries and Perſecu- 
that the Government ha: RecoguiZ- &« tors, 6, He ſaith further, thus tome ; Oh 
ea the Quakers to be Proteſtants, , v.ndring Star, how art thou fallen ! 7. O 


and that gnerally they in the Go- . : 
ernment are of th! Church of Eng- , raging Wave, how art thoutoſſed! 8. How 


land ; whether they that have ſo Re- 
copgnized them, (if G. W. ſay truc) 


© foully and wickedly haſt thou Aſperſed and 


deſerve this Charatter of open Adver- 
[aries and Perſecutors. 


* thy Infincerity , 
©x0. Thou haſt miſerably plaid the Fool. 


© Defamedus? 9. God will certainly Judge 
Deceit and Falſhood, 


©11, Diſcovered thy malicious Madnefs in thy open Fury and publick Cla- 
* mours. 12. And thy ſelf and Family may come further to ſuffer by thy Folly 
* and Ingratitude. 13. And ſuch a Day of Diſtreſs may come upon thee as thy 
© Confederates, Abetrors and Supporters may fail thee, and not be able to Sup- 
© port and Rclieve thee from the Juſt Hand of God. | Note the wncertain 


* Sceing G. Whitchead threatens me with what he can 
de, to expeje m: to my Terror and Shame, I reckon T 
have juſt Cauſe to require him; and hereby I do requere 
him to let me know what the Terror and Shame is he 

"Threatens me with. There is nothing, (1 thank God) 
wherein he can juſtly expoſe me,either to Terror or Shame ; 
if he thinks he can, he ought in Fuſtice to do it, ſeeing in 
Frftice I.requireit of him ; and [:t him do it as Publickly 
as he pleaſeth, I fear :mnot. If he doth it not, he gives 
cauſe of Suſpiciom, that he means ſome bodily Harm, or 
8: herwiſe ſome Injury to my good Name ; therefore it con- 
cerns him ts be plain, or elſe he will give occaſion for peace- 
able Neizhbours to concluds him Turbulent and a dangerous 
runpeaceable Man in the Realm. If he means that he and 
his Brethren may Sue me at Law for Defaming them, ond 
that this would expoſe me to my Terror and Shame ; 7 
fear not the Iſſue, ſceing my Innocency is not only knows. to 
my ſelf, but is generally known throughout che Nation, 


©* manner of this thy Prophecy : 
© Did ever any of the Prophets 
© ſay ſuch things might come ? 
* [f rhou pretends to no Prophecy 
* here, it's but thy fallible Spirit, 
© which 1 need not regard, as 1 
© bleſs God I do not, either in 
* this, or any of the yet] 
© 13. *Be it known to thee, 
* if I were of ſuch a revengful 
* Temper, (as thou haſt ſug- 
* geited)I could further expoſe 
* thee to thy Teyror andShame, 
<than ever | have done, This 
*1s but a part of what 
* thou haft poured forth out 
* of thy foul Bottle againſt me, 

and 
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tand by the Savour of it, Men may eaftty judge ofthe Nature and Quality of 
* it. lf rhou Print thy Lerrer, thou mayi have a particular Anſwer to all chy par- 
© ricular Charges; only | think fitat preſent to noacice ſome Particulars thercin, 
© to derect thy Injuſtice and my Innocency. | 

[. © Thou ſeverely blametit me for ſu>mitting my Explicari-ns (in my late 
© Book, cilled, My Explications, &c.) to the Friendly and Judicious Reader ; 
«that if any of them but ſeemro himin any degree ſtrained, and if what the 
*Reader does but think in any degree fo ſtrained, he may take it, if not for a 
* genuine and proper Explication, (if fo beirisin the leaft inconſiſteat with 
*the Truth of Holy Scripture) to be my plain and free Retrattation ; thou 
© addeſt, would'it not be thuught a very humble minded Perſon, for ſuch im- 
« plicit Submiffion to thy Readers thoughts ! Whar implicit Faith is this thou 
« art fallen intro? Anſ. Firſt, Thou wrongs not only my words, but the Senſe 
*of them, by adding to ſeem, 6xt ſeem, and co think, bxt think giving thy 
£ falſe and uncharitable Senie t» my Chriſtian and humble Saying ; as ifrhe 
Reader dobxt think that my Explication is in any degree frrained, though ir 
© be bat a Thought, withour aſl juit ground for his ſo thinking or judging ; 
© whereas I had thus required my Reader to be qualified, 1, Thar 
© he be Judicious: 2. That he be enabled ſo to do, by a Divine {Ulamation, 
© 3, That my Explication given, is not in theleaſt inconſiſtent with the Truth of 
« the Holy Scripture ; where | did ſuppoſe, that ſome things in that Book, might 
© be inconſiſtent therewith, (though I know not any ſuch.) Now if this is 
« blame worthy in me, according to thy judgment and thy Brerhrens, ye muit 
© not ſubmit any thing ye write to the Judicious Reader, (whoever, be he 
© one of your Brethren, orany other; and though he be enabled by a Divine 
«[{lumination, to give a Judgment in the Caſe, . Bur thts is contrary to thy 
£ Allowance, in a Caſe, whereint thou haſt grolly Erred, as in thy Zighr 
© and Life, p.4. Thou fayeiſt, letthe Reader Judge, Seconaly, Itis contrary 
ero the common Practice of tne Writers among the Quakers, even the chiefeir 
© of them, whoſubmir their Books, (before they be Printed) to the Miniſters 
©of the Second Days Meeting, who oft both put our, and putin, and greatly 
© change Words and Senſe in Books that are brougit before them, and ſome- 
«r;mes ſtop the Printing of tome Books that theAuthor has thought he writ from 
©a Divine Motion. And is it not intolerable Pride, and high Conceit of thy 
« Infallibility , that thou blameſt my yielding, that I will Retract an Explica- 
tion, if ſo be itis inthe leaſt inconſiſtent with the Truth of rhe Holy Scrip- 
« ture ; for ſo my words were, and fo thou Quotes me; I did not ſay, if ſobe 
<ir, bat ſeemed; or if fo be the Reader did bat think that it contradicted ths 
© Truth of the Holy Scripture, bur that it really did fo, and that the-Reader - 
« were Enabled to Judge ſo, and Correct me by a Divine Ilfumination; from 
e which words of thine theſe three things neceffarily follow. 1. That whar 
© thou haſt Writ, though it be inconlittent with che Truth of the Holy Scrip- 
© ture; yetthou wilt not Retract or Correct it. 2. Northough it contradict 
© che Judzment of the Reader, who is enablcd ro Corre:t it by a Divinelllu- 
* mt- 
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<\lumination. 3. That thy Divine Illumination may contradict both the Scrip- 
© ture, and the Divine lMumination of another laying claim to it, as much as. 
© thy (elf; 

I. Thon poſitively and expreily ſayeſt, (but moſt falſly and preſumpruouſly,) 
© that their (z. e. the Quakers) not obſerving thoſe outward Practices and Sha- 
© dows, {viz. Of the oz1ward Baptiſm and the Supper) hath ſprung and riſen 
© from a true Faith in them of Chrift Crucihed, and thereby ending thar, and 
© introducing an #1g5er Diſperſarion; and thou art wonderfully offended at me 
* for ſaying, that it hath pleated God ro give me to ſee, that the Spring and Riſe 
© of that great Oppoſition, that hath been, andisin many, againſt theſe out 
« ward Practices, hath been, and is ſecrer Prejudice againſt the Dofrin of Chriſt 
© Cracified, &c. Anſ, Whether I have not ſufficiently proved this to be true; 
* [defire the Readers to conſider what I have faid in my late Printed Treatiſe 
© of Baptiſm, &c. And the Proofs that I have brought, that are both in 
*thar Treatiſe, and in my 3d Narrative, | 

III. © Thou ſay'it I have ſhamefully abuſed and belyed thee ; (but this thou 
* fay'ſt without any Proof) as well as baſely and rreacherouſly broke Promiſe, 
« Fir, ThatI would not expo{e thee in Print for former Kindneſs. Secondly, 
© That though ſome of your Books needed CorreCting, or ſome Emendation, 
<as well as mine, yetI would not Correct any of them as an Enemy, but as a 
©Friend. Thou addeſt. But haſt thou not notoriouſly broke and violated theſe 
© andother Covenants with God and his People? Anſ. That ever I madean 
© abſolute promiſe in the Caſe, I utterly deny, and my Word among Impartial 
© Men, will I hope be of as good Creditas thine; and ſuppoſe I had ſaid to thee, 
©] would not expoſe thee in Print; doth this prove or infer any abſolute Pro- 
© miſe or Covenant? I ſay nay, and I appeal to. judicious Perſons, whether 
<ir doth? All Reſolutions, or ſimple Declarations of ones Mind or Purpoſe, 
© are not abſolnte Promiſes; otherwiſe thou mighteſt charge ſome of God's Ho- 
© ly Angels, as well as Holy Men, with breach of Promiſe ; and Circumſtances 
©may happen, that may make ſuch fort of declared Reſofutions or Pur- 
© poſes, being changed, ſo far from being culpable, that the change of them 
<is not only commendable, but necefiary, and thy own words entangle and 
© enſnare thee wofully in this very Caſe, that thou ſayeſt I have broke my Co- 

© yvenants with God and his People. For firit, I never made itany part of my 
© Covenant with God, never, or innocaſe to Expoſe G,V. and his Brethrens 
* Errors, nor Yet any part of any Covenant with any of the Quakers; indeed 
© the Quakers 1n reſpect ofany Church-memberſhip, reject all outward Cove- 
© nants, and of inward Covenants, (for all their high Pretences) they are not 
« proper Judges. But how could L be bound by Covenant with G. Whitehead 
© and his Brethren, and he and they nor bound to me? That's impoſſible, 
© for all Covenants do mutually bind and imply a neceſſary Obligation of Fi- 
© defity in both Parties, which is oft Conditional, ſometimes cexprefled, and 
© oft underſtood and implyed. Now let G, W. tell me what was thine and 
©your::Covenant with me? And how have ye kept it, that ſimply for my 
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*municate me, which was a manifeſt Breach of Covenant, if ever yedid 
* underſtand any Covenant betwixt you and me, ſo much as virtual, for 
©I am ſure, a formal Covenant never was betwixt us. The Caſe it felF 
© beſpeaks, that what I ever ſaid to thee, in Relation to the nat expyling 
*thy Errors in Publick, was ſimply Conditional, viz. Providing thou wouldir 
© Correct them thy ſelf, or ſuffer me ro Corre&t them in as gentle a way as I 
* could, while thou andI remained in External Communion, and my ſaying, 
© (as thou alledgeſt my Words) that I would not Correct any of your Books, 
© as anEnemy, but asa Friend, doth plainly imply that I declared my Inten- 
< tion to Correct them, and that publickly, as ſome late Chriſtian Writers had 
« Corrected the Errors off A#guſtsne and other Ancients; this Example thou 
© confeſſeſt I uſed ; and therefore in my publick Correfting your Errors, I have 
© not contradicted ſo mich as my declared firſt Reſolution. And though fince 
* your Excommunicating me, I have not regarded you as my Chriſtian Bre - 
« thren and Friends in thar ſpecial Bond of Chriſtian Fellowſhip,becauſe of your 
* great Injuſtice done towards me, which I cannot in Charity think any true 
© Church of Chriſt would have done, and alfo becauſe of your vile Errors, 
© which I came much more to the knowledge of, ſince my Excommunicatian, 
© than before, and your great Obſtinacy in perſiſting in them, yet in a genz- 
© ral way I retain a true Friendſhip towards you, and judge ir the beſt Att of 
« Friendſhip I can extend to you, to oppoſe your Errors, and labour to convince 
«you of the ſame: And though ye ſay have not done itinlove, yet of thar ye 
© are not proper Judges ; but God who ſearcheth my Heart; and Ifay and be- 
<lievel have done it in love, and I know my Heart better than ye, ſeeing ye can 
e give no External Evidence of my Words or Deeds thatI do not love you; 
« thou and thy Brethren ſay I have belyed you, and fallly accuſed you, but ye 
© have not yet proved it, nor I think ever can. But again, Dare thou ſay, thar 
< thou never declared thy Intention or Purpoſe ; (fince thou was a Quaker ) to 
©any Man, or Men, that thou wouldſt nor do a thing, and yer afrerwards did 
<it, on ſome further Conſideration, or more natural Deliberation on ſome 
© change of weighty Circumſtances ? if-yea, then by-thy-own Argument thou 
£ was Treacherous, and brokethy Covenant with that Man, or Men, to whom 
« thou ſo ſaid; if nay, it is a rare Caſe, and not ordinary; for ſurely, ſome as 
*g00d Men, and betrer, have at times done It; yea, God Gimſelf, whois in 
«every reſpect Unchangeable, and whoſe Purpoſes are (Ike himſelf) Unchange- 
« able,is ſaid to have done it in Scripture; becauſe what he had ſo ſaid, {withous 
« any change in hin) had a Condition underitood, though not expreſicd ; 
© Read and conſider I. Sam. 2. 30, / ſaid iyd:ed, thit thy honjz, andthe howſe of 
© thy Father ſhould walk before me for cv:r ; but now the Lerd {aith, beit far from 
© me; for they that hononr me, [ will honoar, and they 16 it deſpiſe me ſhall Ge light- 
« ly eſtcemed. And laſtly, asto this preſent cate ; _tteing thou halt confelled in 
« this very Letter, that I ſaid I would CorreGt thy Errors and thy Brethrens, as 
* ſome latter Writers had CorrcCted 4n7#jtin's Errors, and thar I ſaid this be- 


«fore 1] was Excommunicated, and which 1 weli remember was near "_— 
k K © Year 


65 
* oppofing the vile Errors of ſome, called, Quakers, in Perſilpania, Jid Excom- "*R 


66 8 A Poſtſcript. 

«* Year before my Excommunication ; this by thy own confeffion doth clear 
© mz before [mparrial Judges, thatit was not Revenge in me, upon the Of- 
© fence of your Excommunication, that hatt-moved me to Correct your Errors ; 
© but my Zeal to Truth, and that as publickly as ſome good Men have Correct- 
© ed Augnſtin's Errors; bur with this difference, that I know not that ever Aa- 
* oufin: had any Error tobe Corrected, that did oppoſe any Fundamental 
©Truth of Chriſtianity, as I have found that thou and ſome of thy Brethren 
© have had ſuch Errors as oppoſe divers Fundamental Truths of the Chriſtian 
« Faith, which I cannot find that ye are willing to acknowledge, bur very In- 
© ſincerely ſeek to cover and hide to this Day. : 

IV. *<Thou wilt not allow me to excuſe my Omiſſion of Blood and Bones af- 
© ter Fleſh, in one of my Quotations out of Chriſt Aſcended, as being an Omiſſt- 
© oz either in the Printer or Tranſcriber, and as no deſigned Omiſfion, andin- 
* deed nothing Material to either, to excuſe thee, or argue my lnſincerity, 
* And to prove my Infincerity, thou argueſt from thy own great Infincerity, 
© and ſeekeſt to abuſe both thy Reader and me.Thou ſayeſt I have the like Omiſ- 
© ſion, of the ſame, and more material words in my firſt Narrative, p, 16, 17. 
© Anſ, I have read and confidered again, and again, both p. 16and 17. And 1 
*find not that particular Quotation, nor ſo much as any part of that ſhort 
© Sentence referred toin any of the Pages Cited by thee. And therefore to. a- 
© buſe both the Reader and me, thou haſt invented this Fiction, and thereupon 
* moſt unjuſtly and bitterly accuſeſt me thatT have deceitfully wronged thee, 
*andl[ offer at any convenient time to meet thee before Impartial Judges, 
* to have the Quotation examined; that the Abuſe or Lye wherewith thou 
* chargeſt me, may be found out, whether thine or mine. Mult, or can that 
© becalled an Omiſſion of a part of a Sentence, when the Sentence is not at all 
* Quoted, as in the preſent Caſe? Then no Aurhor can be clear of Blame in 
© his Quotations, But Impartial Men will ſay, the Quoter has his liberty to 
© Quote what he pleaſeth in his Author, providing he take not away, oromit 
©not any neceſſary part of the Sentence he Quotes, that is needful to give the 
© Author's rrue Senſe, as have notdone : Thy alledgiag my interfering with 
©my ſelf is the like Abuſe, and which [ have above anſwered in my third Nar- 
© rative. 

V. *Itake notice of thy Confeſſion, where in the latter part of thy Letter, 
* thou ſayeſt thou contefſeſt thou haſt been too ſhort and dubious in 
* ſome Words orExpreffions, as not fully explained in ſome former Writings, 
* which may beeaſily helped by ſome Ingenuous and Charitable Explications 
©or Emendations. Avf. x. This is marethan ever [ yet heard, or received 
© either from thy Mouth or Pex, aadl amglai of this thy Confeffion, and 1 
* wiſh it wereSincere. 2. If ſome of thy Words aad Expreflioas in thy for- 
* mer Writings were too ſhort and dubious; and may be helped by ſome Inges 
*nuous Explications or Emendations ; Didſt thou Write choſe too ſhore and 
© dubious Words or Expreſſions that need Emendarion ; (which is rhe ſame in 


* Signification with CorreCtion and Retractation) from the Infallible Spirir ? 


©l hope 


= 
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© | hope thou dares not ſay yea, and ifthou ſayeſt nay, then thou wantedſt In- 
© fallibility in thy ſo Writing thoſe Words, and by thy own Words and Argu- 
* ment againſt T. Danſon, thou art no Miniſter of Chriſt; for thou ſayeſt to 
© him, che want of Infallibility proved him and his Brethreuto beno Miniſters of 
© Chriſt; and G. Fox ſaid, whoever ſpeaks a word, and not from the Mouth of 
© the Lord, isa Witch and Conjurer. 3. Why has T. Elwoodin all his Printed 
« Scriblings againft me, juſtified thee intirely inall the Quotations I have pro- 
e duced out of thy former Writings, in his Anſwer to my firſt 'Narrative, and 
© other Books, and why doſt thou Connive at ,or Atet him in, his fo doing? Are 
© none of theſe Quotations Juſtified'by him, fuch as contain ſome of theſe tov 
« ſhort and dubious words that need emendation ; that is to ſay,Correftion and 
© RetraCtation ;z and whereas thou ſayeſt they may be eaſily helped by ſome 
© Ingenuous and Charitable Explications or Emendations, Yes, as caſily as 
< if one ſhould ſay, weare not to believe in God without us, but only in God 
«within us; the Amendment is ſo eaſie in the words, that take but away the 
© word only in the ſecond part, and add the word alſo, and add or remove the 
« wordonlyto the firſt part, and it will make an Emendationthat is good, -and 
< yet the Senſe quite oppoſit z and as great an Emendation thy words need, 
<where thou haſt ſaid, it's contrary to Scripture,' to ſay weare to confide in 
«Chriſt without us, or that Men are tobe direCted to Jeſus Chriſt, as he Suffer- 
*edat eryſalem , or as he is in Heaven without us, above the Clouds, for Juſti- 
« fication? 4, Why then haſt thou and thy Brethren judged me an Apoſtate 
©1nd double minded Man,and Unſtable, for making ſome Emendations and Re- 
<*frattations in my former Writings, ſeeing thou confeſſeſt thy words, ſome 
«© of them may be helped by ſome Emendations ? And let but a Tryal be made 
« before Impartial Perſons, I queſtion not, bur it ſhall appear thy Writings, 
both f.:rmer and latter, need much more Emendations than any of mine, 
«nc char there are incomparably more foul Eſcapes and Miſtakes in thine, 
«than in mine. F. And why all this time, thou haſt nor Publiſhed thy Ingenu- 
«61:5 and Charitable Emendations that would be of great Service, bnth for 
: thy own good, if ſincerely done, and for the good of many Hundreds which 
© have ben ſadly hurt and darkned by thy not only dubious, bur moſt unſound 
© words in many of thy Books. F, : Sg 

VI. « Thar thou ſayeſt the moſt material Paſſages by me objected againſt 
«© thee and other Friends in my Narratives, &c. Are in Subſtance Vindicated 
« and Defended by me in my Books, eight whereof thou only nameſt by their 
© Titles, but giveft not ſo much as one Proof out of any of them, - I. Anſwer, 
«-Thisis buta bare Alſegation, andat moſt an Equivocation, In molt of thoſe 
© Books, 1do not ſo much as name thee, and where I have named thee in any 
«< >f my Books, Iutterly deny, and pur thee to prove that ever [did vindicate 
: thee in any of the things I have charged on thee, to be Erroneous, In my Ser;- 
© 1s Appeal, and perhaps elſe where, through my want of {uch a knowledge of 


© thee as was needful, and which I have fince much morereceived, than for- 
, merly 
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ERRATA. 


TY Age 2. l. 12, efter fhed,r. for juStification, þ. 3. |. 15. after object, r. or foundation, p. 4. 1, 24. Sj 
m the Margin, for ſome, r. one; þ. 5.1. 22. for hath, r-bave, -p- 7.1.16. after morld, r. beſide, #) 
p. 8.1. 34. for (ending, v. ſend, p. 9.1. It. after Baldor. g. 335: 1. 14+ after Faithyr. in, 1. 18. r, have , 
{er drop, p. 10. 1- 2. in the Margin, ». Barclay, 1418: r. £85 l; 2 9. for plainly,_r. vainly, I. 4x. foy 
known, r. know, p. 11.1. 24.7. 1667. þ. 13. froml. 4. atbytol. 15.r. withis| ];p- 16.1. 11. r, exi- 
ftent, |. 16. after broken, r. p. 11. þ. 17.1. 3, dele God, and vr. with the Father plainly, 7.'9. r. Unſcrip- | 
ture-like, p. 17. 1. 16. 7. word God, þ. 22. 1. 21. aftey Sincerity, vr. ], fe 25.1. 20. 7. is the end, |, 21. 
re. bjs _ 26.-ſor force, r.price, p. 28.1.'16..7. place, þ. 30s: 2be five laſt lines ſhould have. been 
Printed in tbe greater Lener, p. 30. 1. 17. for prove, r. know, p. 31+ 1. 38. for miſtake, ». Injuftice, © __ | 
p- g3g7s r, imviſibly, p.- 32.1.7.r..in a perſonal, p 32+ 1. 7,7. viſably,t.z 2.for into, r. in, p.3 3.1.1. for them, { 
r. then, þ. 34+. 13: for r4le, r. rot, p..37.1. 9. r.10flain, p. 44+ 1-.47. afer words, r.the gift, p. as. : 


p. 49. for injurious, vr. mvidious, p. 55.4. 13. fer if, r. of, p. 56.4, 2. after widening, r. differences 1 
Doitrin, p. 58.1. 33+ for the firſt, r.:tbe 1 1th. -p, 61-1. 20..r. ſame day month, p. 62. l. 15, for be ſaith, : 
r. thou ſayft p. 63. t. 29. dele nor. , Seme other ſmall and mere literal Faults, and wrong Stops, aro 


” 


lefe 1othe Reader 19 Corref by his own Diſcretion. 


FINTIS. 


